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FIRST AVENUE HOTEL, 
High Holborn, W.C. LONDON. 


Very Convenient for Solicitors and Clients visiting 
London. Opposite Chancery-lane, and a few doors 
from ‘‘Tube’’ Station. A most comfortable First- 
class Hotel for Families and Gentlemen. Quiet 
bedrooms with private bath-rooms adjoining, over- 
looking Gray’s-inn Gardens. Moderate tariff; no 
charge for attendance. Free Garage on Hotel 
premises. Telegrams: ‘‘ Firavtel, London.” 


GORDON HOTELS, LIMITED. 
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EsTaBiisHeD 1853. 

Capital Stock ... «» £400,000 
Debenture Stock see ose eon -» £308,130 
REVERSIONS BOUGHT. LOANS MADE THEREON. 
Proposal Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Offices. 

. OSCAR NASH, F.1.A., Actuary and Seoretary. 


IMPERIAL ACCIDENT 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Established 1878, Capital £100,000. 
Head Offices : 17, PALL MALL EAST, LONDON, S. W. 


LOWEST RATES.—Motor Car and Carriage Accidents. 
Personal Accidents. Workmen's Compensation. Burglary and 
Plate Glass Insurance. Domestic Servants’ Accidents. Horse and Cattle Insurance. 
Hunters Insured—Death or Disablement. 
CLAIMS PAID - £400,000. 
Prospectuses, Proposal Forms, and all information post free. 
AGENTS WANTED. B. 8. ESSEX, Manager. 
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Current Topics. 


The New Legal Year. 


THE OPENING of the legal year on Monday was prefaced by 
the religious ceremonies which it has now become usual to 
associate with the occasion; and the Great Hall at the Law 
Courts was the scene of the annual procession of judges to which 
its utility appears to be confined. Perhaps the most remarkable 
feature was the very slight change which has taken place in the 
judiciary during the past year, Mr. Justice Eve being the only 
new judge to take part in the procession. As to some of the 
senior judges of the King’s Bench Division, the rumours of 
retirement that used to prevail seem for the time to have 
vanished. The feature of the new year will be the introduction 
in the King’s Bench Division of the new system of assigning 
actions to particular judges, and its operation on the course of 
litigious business will be watched with interest. 


The Land Transfer Inquiry. 


THERE HAS been no indication so far that any modification is to 
be made as regards the Land Transfer Commission. According to 
a statement which comes to us froma reliable source the Commis- 
sion is to take evidence in camera, and the first sitting was so held 
on Thursday, when the Registrar was examined. We print else- 
where a report which has been adopted by the Kensington Borough 
Council, in which the necessity of remodelling the Commission 
and enlarging the scope of inquiry is strongly urged, and this is 
another indication of the trend of opinion outside the Land 
Registry and those immediately interested in it. If the matter 
has gone too far for any change in the Commission, the least 
that can be done is to make its proceedings public. The interest 
taken in the — and its importance to landowners and the 
profession all over the country, alike call for this course. 


Shorthand Writers’ Allowances under the 
Criminal Appeal Act and Rules. 

WE PRINT elsewhere a statement of the rates of payment 
fixed by the Treasury for shorthand writing and copying 
under the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, and the rules made 
thereunder. It will be seen that the fee for reporting is fixed at 
£1 1s. a day, with an extra fee of 10s. 6d, for an attendance 
of more than seven hours ; that transcripts are to be paid for at 
8d. per folio, including one copy of the transcript ; and other 
copies of transcripts and other documents at 14d. per folio. The 
allowances for expenses are only to be made where no competent 
local shorthand writer is available, and they consist of railway 
fare and lodging at the rate of £2 2s. a week or 8s. night 
for a broken part of a week. It will be interesting to see 
the aggregate amount of the public burden entailed by these 
allowances. 
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Extension of the Term of a Patent. 
IN OUR remarks (anie, p, 747) on the case of Johnson’s Patent— 
which is now reported in 25 R. P. C. 709—we mentioned a 
revious Scotch case on the same subject. This is McCulloch's 
atent, which is now reported in 25 R. P. C. 684. This case is 
interesting on two points. First, the term of the patent was 
extended for ten years, but upon condition that a certain agree- 
ment should be entered into between the petitioners. Secondly, 
the only opposition was by the Comptroller-General, and one of 
his grounds was that, the patent being for a certain treatment 
of sewage, it was contrary to the public interest that the use of 
this treatment should remain restricted by the continuance of 
the patent. This objection, which was based on McDougall’s 
Patent (L. R. 2 P. C. 1) was not upheld by the Lord Ordinary. 
He said: “The decision in that case, however, seems to have 
little bearing, and the more recent cases cited by the petitioners 
of Foardes’ Patent (9 Moo. P. C. 376), Currie & Timmis’ Patent 
(15 R. P. C. 63), and Hart’s Patent (25 R. P. C. 299) are more in 
point. Two of these cases had reference to patents connected 
with public health, and that of Currie & Timmis to a patent for 
romoting public safety ; and in none of them was the public 
interest considered a reason for refusing extension of the term.” 


International Law. 


BotH THE International Law Association and the Institute of 
International Law have recently held their periodical meetings, 
the former at Budapest in Hungary, the latter at Florence in 
Italy. The former has produced, as one result of its labours, a 
revised code of rules relating to negotiable instruments ; the 
latter appears to have devoted itself for the most part to larger, 
if less useful, subjects, and has evolved a revised set of resolu- 
tions dealing with the employment of mines in naval warfare. 
Whilst these two bodies of learned jurists have thus been en- 
deavouring to construct rules and regulations which shall 
have the effect of minimizing the conflict of laws—and 
incidentally the conflict of arms—among the civilized nations of 
the world, political events in Europe have been taking place 
which usefully serve to remind us of the radical difference 
between “law” as the subjects and citizens of each nation 
understand it, and so-called “international law.” The difference 
consists in the presence and absence respectively of a sufficiently 
powerful “sanction” behind the formal rules which constitute 
the body of “law” in each case, The only sanction possessed 
by international law is international public opinion. Some 
people are sanguine enough to look forward to a time when a 
powerful state will be shamed into a course of 
conduct into which it cannot be driven by any available 
external force. Possibly the opinion of other states may in 
time become a more powerful driving force than it is at present. 
Self-interest as well as shame may come to work with greater 
effect in the direction of being guided by public opinion. At 
present the adherence to solemnly ratified treaties cannot be 
counted on, should a contracting state become possessed with a 
strong desire to denounce any provisions of a treaty. It is one 
sign of grace that both Austria and Bulgaria are anxious to stand 
well with Europe, and contend that neither of them has violated 
the Treaty of Berlin. The fact remains that there is little 
probability of any reversal, on the part of either, of their recent 
action in creating what is mel “aclear and unambiguous 
juridical position corresponding to the real situation.” 


Children and “‘ Sweets.” 


THE PROPOSAL made in the House of Commons in the 
discussion on the Children’s Bill, and adopted, to make it an 
offence punishable by a fine not exceeding £3 to give a child 
under the age of five years any intoxicating liquor except in case 
of sickness led to inquiry as to what was to be included under 
“ intoxicating liquors.” The first suggestion was that the term 
should have the same meaning as under the Licensing Acts, but 
this led to the discovery that the clause would prohibit the 
giving of “sweets” to children. The words “ sweets,” however, 


as used in reference to licensing has a meaning of its own which 
is not incorporated in popular language. Under section 74 of the 
Licensing Act, 1872, “intoxicating liquor” means “ spirits, wine, 





beer, porter, cider, perry, and sweets”; and section 28 of the 
Revenue Act, 1889, provides that the expression “ sweets or made 
wines ” shall mean any liquor which is made from fruit and sugar 
or from fruit or sugar mixed with any other material, and which 
has undergone a process of fermentation in the manufacture there- 
of.” Apparently the familiar orange wine of youth is aimed at. In 
some statutes, as the Wine and Beerhouse Act, 1870, “ sweets” 
is defined as including “mead and metheglin.” Mead, we 
understand, was known in early British times, but as to 
metheglin we can hazard no guess. Possibly an excise officer 
in a remote country district might know. But the idea of its 
being made penal to give “ sweets” to children under five took 
the se of Commons by surprise, and it is understood that the 
Government are going to inquire into the matter. Perhaps the 
most sensible course would be to delete the word from the 
Licensing Acts and leave it to its popular and proper sense, 
At the same time some authority keen on licensing matters 
might vouchsafe information as to the nature of that mysterious 
liquor “ metheglin.” 


Canon Law. 

AT THE RECENT Church Congress several papers were read on 
the subject of Canon Law, but, according to the report in the 
Times, “the attendance was very poor.” This is hardly to be 
wondered at, for in these days ecclesiastics are not usually or 
necessarily lawyers. It is extremely doubtful whether anyone 
but a lawyer by profession has now any accurate and extensive 
knowledge of the Corpus Juris Canonici ; it would, in fact, be 
almost impossible for anyone but a trained lawyer to master 
the Canon Law so far as to become a really well recog- 
nized authority upon it. Possibly the attendance would 
still be “very poor” to hear papers on the Canon Law read by 
lawyers to an audience of lawyers. Nevertheless the Canon 
Law can by no means be said to have no interest for English 
lawyers. This interest is now chiefly historical, but it is a 
commonplace of students’ text-books to say that whole depart- 
ments of our law owe their present form and content in large 
measure to purely ecclesiastical law. This was, of course, more 
evident to the casual observer before the date of the Court of 
Probate Act, 1857, but an investigation into the principles 
of the law of succession to beetoarn. may at any moment 
bring the practitioner into the remote recesses of bygone ecclesi- 
astical law. Such a case was Dyke v. Walford before the Privy 
Council in 1848 (5 Moo. P. C. 434), where “ great learning and 
research were exhibited by the counsel on both sides in the 
argument of this question, to shew to whom, in very ancient 
times, the personal property of persons dying intestate of right 
belonged.” In that case, it was said by the Solicitor-General 
in argument, and repeated in more judicial phraseology by the 
Judicial Committee in its judgment, that “the origin of the 
ecclesiastical jurisdiction over wills is wrapped in mist and dark- 
ness,” and the fourth Council of Carthage and Gratian’s gloss 
were referred to. The Canon Law cannot be said to be dead in 
England. 


Introduction of English Marriage Laws into 
Australia. 

IN THE case of Major v. Miller (N.S. Wales Rep., vol. 7, 198) 
@ curious question was raised as to the introduction of the 
marriage laws of England into New South Wales. The suit was 
by the wife for.a declaration of nullity of marriage on the ground 
of affinity, the petitioner having married her mother's divorced 
husband—that is to say, her own step-father. Under the statute 
28 Hen. 8, c. 7, s. 11, a marriage within the prohibited degrees, 
such as that: of the petitioner, was in England, though unlawful, 
not void, but voidable during the joint lives of the parties. This 
remained the state of the law in England until the Marriage Act 
(5 & 6 Will. 4, c.54) was ed, since which marriages within the 
_ degrees have been absolutely void. But the English 

arriage Act was passed subsequently to the New South 
Wales Constitution Act, and is not operative in New South 
Wales. At the time when Australia was settled there was 
no court which could make a declaration that a marriage 
within the prohibited degrees was void, and it had for some 
time before the settlement been determined by the English 
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courts that, as recited in the Act 5 & 6 Will, 4, o 54, 
marriages within the prohibited degrees were voidable only by 
ecclesiastical courts in the lifetime of the parties. It was argued 
that the Act 28 Hen. 8,c. 7, was not in force in the wor | 
The High Court (GrirritH, C.J., BARTON, J., and O’Connor, J.) 
came to the conclusion that the marriage laws of England were 
part of the body of English law introduced into the colony on its 
first settlement, that the marriages in question were, as in England, 
voidable, but owing to the circumstances of the country there 
was no immediate available means open to persons seeking to 
have such a marriage declared void. The marriage was there- 
fore in its inception voidable, and could now be avoided by pro- 
ceedings taken in the lifetime of the parties in the Supreme 
Court of the State. 


Warranty on Sale of Cattle. 

THE MAXIM “caveat emptor,” by virtue of which there is no 
implied warranty of quality upon a sale of specific and ascer- 
tained goods, has not been abrogated by the Sale of Goods Act, 
1893, and its convenience, so far as the vendor is concerned, 
cannot be disputed. It appears, however, that the butchers in 
the country who purchase stock from farmers and graziers for 
the purposes of their business are not satisfied with their posi- 
tion under the general rule of law, and propose in future to 
require a warranty from all agriculturists that the cattle sold by 
them are free from disease. The reason for asking for such a 
warranty is sufficiently explained by a reference to the sections 
of the Public Health Act, 1875. By section 116, any medical officer 
of health or inspector of nuisances may at all reasonable times 
inspect and examine any animal, carcase, or meat exposed for sale, 
or deposited in any place for the purpose of sale, or of preparation 
for sale, and intended for the food of man, and if any such animal, 
carcase, or meat appears to the medical officer or inspector to be 
diseased, or unsound, or unwholesome, or unfit for the foodof man, 
he may seize and carry away the same. By section 117 a justice 
may order any animal, carcase, or meat seized to be destroyed, 
and the person to whom it belonged at the time of its exposure 
for sale shall be liable to a penalty not exceeding £20 for every 
animal, carcase, or piece of meat so condemned, or, at the discretion 
of the justice, without the infliction of a fine, to imprisonment 
for a term of not more than three months. It is contended by 
the butchers and those interested in the sale of meat that it is only 
fair to exact a warranty from those who in the first instance put 
an article on the market for sale as food. But the farmers and 
graziers take a different view of the matter. They have held 
meetings and passed resolutions protestin ainst any such 
warranty, and explaining that they cannot tell whether an animal 
suffers from tubereulosis until it is slaughtered, especially as they 
often acquire the cattle from importers. But it may be re- 
marked that in any business unconnected with the sale of meat 
the requirement of a warranty would not primd facie be con- 
sidered unreasonable. The same observation can hardly be 
made regarding a proposition of the farmers that all stock 
bought by butchers for consumption as food, and condemned 
under the Public Health Act, should be the subject of compen- 
sation by the Government out of the national funds. his 
proposition will scarcely find favour with the Legislature. 


Liability of Clients to Brokers. 

THE DECISION of the Court of Appeal in Johnson v. Kearley 
(1908, 2 K. B. 514) shews how a slight difference in the mode in 
which instructions are carried out by a stockbroker may defeat 
his right to be indemnified by his client against losses. The 
plaintiff was a country stockbroker who was employed by the 
defendant to make purchases on her behalf. Her instructions to 
him were to carry out the purchases through brokers on the 
London Stock Exchange, and if he bad done so in the usual 
manner his right of indemnity against her would have been clear ; 
if, that is, he had taken from the London brokers ye. ws notes, 
shewing the prices actually paid by them to the jobbers, and 
their commission, and had passed these on to the defendant 
with his own commission added. These would have been pur- 
chases through the London brokers in the usual way, and the 
defendant would have known the actual price paid for the stocks 


and shares. In fact, however, the London brokers did not’ send 


to the — bought notes in this form, but sent him notes in 
which he was charged a net price for the stocks and shares, and 
nothing was said about the London brokers’ commission. The 
plaintiff in turn sent a bought note to the defendant, charging 
her with this net price and also his own commission. Thus, in a 
typical instance, Atchison, &c., Railway shares were stated by the 
London brokers to be bought for the plaintiff at 98} net, and were 
then passed on at this price together with the plaintiff’s commis- 
sion to the defendant. The “984 net” included only 1-16 for 
the London brokers, and there was no evidence that in any instance 
they charged more than the usual commission. Had they 
expressed the bought notes differently, so as to shew the actual 
commission, the purchases would have been effected through 
them in the usual way, But, having regard to the form which 
the transactions took, it was held that the plaintiff, the country 
broker, did not deal with them as agents, but purchased the 
shares from them as principals. Consequently the transactions 
were not carried out according to the defendant’s instructions, and 
she was not liable to indemnify the plaintiff against losses. This was 
the decision of BARNES, P., and Moutton, L.J. FAarweE.t, L.J., 
dissented, and the extreme minuteness of the point by which the 
defendant avoided liability seems to be a sufficient explanation 
of his dissent. There is a possibility of mere technicality being 
carried so far as to defeat justice. 


Arrears of Litigation in the Supreme Court. 


THE PUBLICATION of the cause lists for the present sittings 
has led toa statement in one of the weekly periodicals that, 
although an additional judge of the King’s Bench Division was 
appointed twelve months ago, the courts of that division are 
now more congested than they were when the additional judge 
was appointed. This statement would hardly be accepted by 
the writer of a recent article in the Times, who confidently 
affirms that, although at one time, and not long ago, the state 
of business in some branches of the Supreme Court did justif 
a complaint that the list of arrears was unduly heavy, it 
can be easily shewn that it is so no longer. The writer 
adds that in his reference to arrears what is meant is 
arrears of cases due to the inability of the courts, through pres- 
sure of work, to try cases which suitors on both sides are ready 
and anxious to have tried, and although there are undoubtedly 
cases which have for some time been standing for hearing, many 
of them have been postponed by consent for the convenience of 
the parties, or some of them, or of witnesses or advocates. 
Suitors in heavy and important cases, who desire to have the 
services of the small number of eminent advocates who for the 
time being are fashionable, or to employ particular firms of 
solicitors of special repute, are compelled to postpone their cases 
in order to suit the convenience of these eminent persons. The 
time necessary for preparing evidence, and the difficulty of 
securing the attendance of skilled witnesses who are employed 
in a number of cases, is another cause of delay. After drawing 
attention to the rapid progress which has been made in clearing 
the lists of the House of Teun the Court of Appeal, and the 
Divisional Courts, the writer expresses his opinion that there is 
vo undue delay in disposing of the cases in the Nisi Prius lists, 
and mentions that a case of importance was recently heard and 
determined four months from the date of the commencement of 
the action. We think that the picture he gives is rather too 


rosy. 








Compulsory Apportionment and 
Redemption of Rent-charges. 


THE recent decision of the House of Lords in the Irish pe 
of De Vesci v. O’Connell (1908, A. C. 298) illustrates the difficulties 
which may arise in adjusting equitable rights against land which 
is purchased under Parliamentary powers. e Irish Land 
Purchase Acts ——e that when ee Se 
urchase their land with money advanced by the State, all 
incumbrances and charges shall be cleared off. This, as Lord 
MACNAGHTEN said in the t case, is an essential condition 





in all cases of State-aided purchase in Ireland. But there 
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may be a charge subsisting on land A, which is not in 
fact being borne by the landowner, inasmuch as on some 
previous dealing with the land it was thrown upon other 
property—land B—and an indemnity in respect of it given. In 
law it remains enforceable against land A, but in practice the 
arrangement is observed, and it is paid by the owner of land B. 
When, however, the tenant of land A desires to effect a purchase 
under the statute, it is necessary for this liability to be cleared 
off, and that which has remained, it may be for many years, as a 
dormant liability becomes an actual liability which has to be 
satisfied by a substantial deduction from the purchase-money. 
This in turn brings into actuality the right of indemnity against 
land B, which also has lain dormant, since there has been no 
need in practice to resort to it, and the question arises, bow, in 
this state of things, the owner of land A is to be compensated by 
the owner of land B for the deduction made from the purchase- 
money for land A. 

Successive statutes dealing with land purchase in Ireland have 
recognized that such rights of indemnity may exist, but they 
have not been precise in pointing out the mode by which effect 
is to be given to it, Section 33 of the Incumbered Estates Act, 
1849, provided that no payment under the Act in respect of any 
incumbrance should impair any right or equity of the 
person out of whose estate it should be made to be reimbursed 
or indemnified out of any other land, and this was re-enacted in 
section 69 of the Landed Estates Court (Ireland) Act, 1858. But 
the Legislature was satisfied with this declaration of the 
right of indemnity without shewing how in practice it was to 
be enforced. The Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896, which was 
under consideration in the present case, is hardly more precise. 
It had to deal with cases where land A, purchased by a tenant, 
was subject in common with other land—land B—to an annuity 
or rent-charge, but an indemnity in respect of this incumbrance 
existed in favour of land A against land B, Upon the purchase 
of land A the rent-charge is apportioned, and the part appor- 
tioned against that land is redeemed by payment to 
the rent-charge owner of a part of the purchase-money. 
This is equivalent to making the owner of A pay for 
the redemption, and accordingly it is provided that he 
is to be entitled to the redeemed part of the rent-charge as 
if he had purchased the same. ‘“ Where any liability for any 
annuity, rent-charge, or rent is apportioned and redeemed out 
of the purchase-money, and a right of indemnity in respect of 
such liability exists, the person entitled to the purchase-money 
shall be entitled to the proportion of the annuity, rent-charge, 
or rent so redeemed, in like manner as if he had purchased the 
same”: Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896, s, 33 (4). But the 
draftsman of the section saw that this was not enough. The 
rent has now become split into two parts, one of which belongs 
to the original rent-charge owner, and the other of which belongs, 
by virtue of the statute, to the owner of land A ; and both are 
recoverable out of land B. It is not sufficient to leave the 
matter there without ascertaining the relative positions of the 
owner of the rent-charge and the owner of land A in 
regard to the enforcement of their rights. The draftsman, 
however, appears to have doubted whether he could sufficiently 
foresee all cases that might arise, and he preferred to let the 
court adjust the actual rights rather than attempt to do this in the 
statute. Accordingly the sub-section continues : “ And the court, 
after due notice to all persons interested, shall make provision 
as to the future payment of such portion of the annuity, rent- 
charge, or rent so purchased, and as to the land to be liable 
thereto, and such other provisions as appear to the court 
necessary for carrying into effect this enactment.” 


But to give the court the power of adjusting in this way the 
rights of the parties seems to invite litigation. The question at 
once arises whether the rent-charge owner, in respect of 
the unredeemed portion of the rent, and the owner of land 
A, in respect of the redeemed portion of the rent—of which, 
under the statute, he is to be deemed to be the purchaser—are 
to rank pari passu against land B—which is now alone liable to 
the whole rent—or whether the rent-charge owner is to retain 
his original priority. Drimé facie, it might be supposed that the 
latter is the correct view. We start with the right of the rent- 





charge owner to recover the rent out of either land A or land B. 
In the present case the rent was £404 5s. 2d. On the purchase 
of land A by the tenant under the Act of 1896 this rent was 
apportioned, and £16 7s. 5d. was apportioned against land A, 
This apportioned part was redeemed out of the purchase-money, 
and the owner of land A—that is, the owner prior to the 
purchase by the tenant—became entitled to a rent-charge of 
a like amount as against land B. His right, however, 
can hardly compete with the original right of the rent-charge 
owner to recover out of land B the balance of the rent-charge— 
namely, £387 17s. 7d.—and Ross, J., held that it did not. 
Consequently he made an order that the annuity of £16 7s. 5d. 
was to be inferior to the umredeemed portion: Re Thomson's 
Estate (1907, 1 I. R. 191). He regarded it as absurd to say 
that the rent-owner is to be injured in the security for the 
portion of ‘his rent unredeemed. The Court of Appeal (1907, 
1 I. R. 311), on the other hand, did not see the absurdity, and 
held that, since the owner of land A was to be deemed a purchaser 
of the redeemed part of the rent, he was to rank pari passu with 
the owner of the unredeemed part. This was upon the footing 
that the owner of the unredeemed part was to be treated as the 
vendor of the redeemed part. Each part of the rent— 
the £387 17s. 7d. and the £16 7s. 5d.—was entitled to the 
security originally existing for the whole rent, so that the 
£16 7s. 5d. was payable out of land B pari passu with the 
remainder. 


The case, observed Fitzcrppon, L.J., in the Irish Court of 
Appeal, afforded one more instance of the difficulty of working 
out an enactment that a thing shall be deemed to be what it 
is not. But the weakness of the decision of the Court of Appeal 
seems to be in treating the owner of the rent-charge as a vendor. 
The statute says that the owner of land A shall be treated 
as a “purchaser,” but it says nothing about the owner of the 
rent-charge. The latter, as the Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
observed in the Court of Appeal, is not within the contemplation 
of the section at all, but he did not follow up this remark by 
holding that the section, therefore, could not intend to interfere 
with his rights. Originally, on the present figures, he had lands 
A and B as security for the total rent of £404 ds. 2d. 
He is paid the capital value of £16 7s. 5d, part of 
this, and consequently loses land A; but, unless his position 
is to be prejudiced, he requires land B as his exclusive 
security for the rest of the rent. To let in the owner of land 
A in competition with him is to throw the entire rent of 
£404 5s. 2d. on land B. There is no reason in the nature of 
the transaction for this alteration in the security of the rent- 
charge owner, and Lord MACNAGHTEN observed that the 
framers of the Act were not to blame for not deeming it pos- 
sible that a land judge administering equity as between A and 
B would go out of his way to derogate from the rights of a 
third person who had nothing whatever to do with the matter in 
hand. “The process,” he said, “ vulgarly described as robbing 
Peter to pay Paul is not a principle of equity, nor is it, I think, 
lightly to be attributed to the Legislature, even in an Irish Land 
Act.” The order under section 33 (4) must adjust the equities of 
the owners of lands A and B without interfering with the 
security of the rent-charge owner for the unredeemed balance 
of the rent. If any authority were required for construing an 
Act of Parliament so as not to interfere with the rights of third 
parties, it would be found in Fx parte Walton (17 Ch. D, 746) 
and Hill v. E. and W. India Dock Co. (9 App. Cas. 448), which 
prevented the disclaimer of a lease under section 23 of the Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1869, from affecting the rights of third parties. 
But it is not clear that any such authority is necessary. The 
Act of 1896 leaves the court to make such order as to the future 
payment of the redeemed part of the rent-charge as is proper, 
and the order must leave intact the overriding title of the rent- 
charge owner to have the remaining land as an exclusive security 
for the remaining rent. 








Mr. Justice Darling, Mr. Justice Walton, and Mr. Justice Jelf have 
been elected the Parliamentary Election Petition Judges for the ensuing 
year. 
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A Reading of the New Statutes. 


THe PRosECUTION OF OFFENCES Act, 1908 (8 Eb. 7, c. 3). 


The office of Director of Public Prosecutions was established by 
the Prosecution of Offences Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 22), the Home 
Secretary being empowered by section 2 “ from time to time to appoint 
an officer to be called the Director of Public Prosecutions, with such 
salary, not exceeding £2,000 per annum,” as he might, with the con- 
sent of the Treasury, fix. The third paragraph of the same section 
provided that regulations should be made under the Act determining 
the cases in which the Director of Public Prosecutions should take 
action, and fixing the areas for which assistants should be appointed. 
Under section 7 the Act was not to interfere with the right of any 
person to institute, undertake, or carry on any criminal 
proceedings. By section 2 of the Prosecution of Offences Act, 
1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 58), the office of Director of Public 
Prosecutions was united to that of Treasury Solicitor, and 
assistant Treasury Solicitors were authorized to act on behalf of the 
Treasury Solicitor in his new capacity, The Act of the present year 
reverses this policy and provides again for the appointment of a 
separate Director of Public Prosecutions, and also of such number of 
assistant directors as the Treasury sanction. The salaries both of 
the Director and of the assistants are left for the Treasury to deter- 
mine. The Director must be a barrister or a solicitor of not less than 
ten years’ standing, and an assistant director must be a barrister or 
solicitor of not less than seven years’ standing. The third paragraph 
of section 2 of the Act of 1879 is repealed, and section 2 (1) of the 
present Act enacts that the regulations under the Act of 1879 
“shall provide for the Director of Public Prosecutions taking action 
in cases which appear to him to be of importance or difficulty, or 
which from any other reason require his intervention.” Section 2 
(3) re-enacts the provision that no one is to be precluded from insti- 
tuting or carrying on any criminal proceedings, and it is further pro- 
vided that the Director of Public Prosecutions may undertake at 
any stage the conduct of such proceedings if he thinks fit. ‘The Act 
came into force at the date of its passing—the 18th of June, 1908 
—and appointments under it have been made, Sir Charles 
W. Mathews being the first Director of Public Prosecutions under 
the new régime. 


THE PATENTS AND Desicns Act, 1908(8 Eb. 7, ©. 4). 


This Act is intended to override an apparently undesigned result 
of section 92 of the Patents and Designs Act, 1907. That section 
provides that where, by virtue of the Act, a decision of the comp- 
troller is subject to an appeal to the court—that is, the High Court— 
or a petition may be referred or presented to the court, the decision 
of the judge is to be final, except in the case of an appeal from a 
decision of the comptroller revoking a patent on any ground on which 
the grant of such patent might have been opposed. But by the Act 
of. 1883 provision wr been made for conferring on the High Court 
jurisdiction to hear petitions for revocation of patents, and there was 
no restriction against a decision on such a petition being made the 
subject of appeal. The jurisdiction of the High Court as to revoca- 
tion is continued by section 25 of the Act of 1907, but the effect of 
section 92 was to deprive the parties of the right of appeal. This 
right is restored by the present Act, which provides that so 
much of sub-section 2 of section 92 of the Act of 1907 as provides 
that the decision of a judge of the High Court to whom a petition 
is presented by virtue of that Act is to be final is not to apply in the 
case of a petition for the revocation of a patent under section 25, 








Reviews. 
The Yearly Practice. 


THe YEARLY SupreMe Court PRAactTIckE, 1909: BEING THE 
JUDICATURR AcTs AND Rvtes, 1873 to 1908, AND OTHER 
Statutes AND OrpERS RELATING TO THE PRACTICE OF THE 
SuPREME CouRT, WITH THE APPELLATE PRACTICE OF THE HousE 
of Lorps. Wirn Practica Notes. By M. Murr MAcKENZzIEg, 
B.A., one of the Official Referees of the Supreme Court; T. 
WILLEs Cuirty, a Master of the Supreme Court ; 8. G. Lusaine- 
Ton, M.A., B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law ; JowN CHARLES Fox, a 
Master of the Supreme Court (Chancery Division) ; and R. E. 
Ross, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. In Two Votumes. Butterworth 
& Co. 

This is the eleventh appearance of the Yearly Practice, and 
during the period that it has been before the profession continual 
efforts have been made to secure completeness in matter and conveni- 
ence of arrangement. The tenth edition was, as the editors observe in 
the present preface, practically a new book. The work in its earlier 


form was then revised and enlarged, and most of the notes completely 
rewritten. The change in the present edition is naturally not so 
great, but there are considerable alterations both in the way of re- 
arrangement and of amplification. The former method of consoli- 
dating the Judicature Acts has been found to lead to difficulty and 
confusion, and has been abandoned. These are now arranged 
separately in order of date, and are printed in Vol. IJ. with copious 
notes. Those, for instance, on section 25 (6) of the Judicature Act, 
1873 (assignment of choses in action), contain a convenient 
summary of the relevant decisions without giving too much 
detail. The object of the work is to state cases of practical 
importance concisely, but sufticiently, and this seems to be 
successfully attained. In the first volume, which contains the rules, 
the new rules as to judges’ summonses appear under ord. 54, rr. 30- 
41, and the other new rules which have appeared during the past 
year have been incorporated. There has also been added to the matter 
in Vol. II. specially affecting solicitors a summary of the law as to 
solicitors’ lien. Possibly there is a tendency to turn books of prac- 
tice into encyclopedias, and their size and fulness contrasts signifi 

cantly with the expectations entertained some years ago that our 
procedure might be really simplified. But while practice remains 
what it is the practitioner cannot dispense with full and detailed in- 
formation and guidance, and this he will find in the Yearly Practice, 





Books of the Week. 


The Yearly Supreme Court Practice, 1909: being the Judicature 
Acts and Rules, 1873 to 1908, and Other Statutes and Orders 
relating to the Practice of the Supreme Court, with the Appellate 
Practice of the House of Lords. With Practical Notes. By M. Mum 
MackeEnzig, B.A., one of the Official Referees of the Supreme Court : 
T. Wit.es Currry. a Master of the Supreme Court ; 8. G. Lusuine- 
ton, M.A., B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law ; Joun CHARLES Fox, a Master 
of the Supreme Court (Chancery Division) ; and R. E. Ross, LL.B., 
Barrister-at-Law. In Two Vols. Butterworth & Co. 


The Law of Agricultural Holdings, comprising the Agricultural 
Holdings Act, 1908, Fully Annotated; together with the Law of 
Distress Amendment Acts, 1888 and 1895, and the Rules thereunder ; 
Two Chapters on the Principles and Procedure for the Recovery of 
Compensation, and an Appendix of Forms and Precedents of Agree- 
ments and Notices, and the Board of Agriculture and County Court 
Rules and Forms. By Sytvarin Mayer, B.A. (Lond.), Ph.D., 
Barrister-at-Law. Firra Epition. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 

The A B C Guide to the Practice of the Supreme Court, 1909 
(Seventh Edition). By Francis A. Strincer, of the Central Office 
of the Supreme Court. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 








Correspondence. 


Longevity in the Legal Profession. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—A non-legal contemporary (a well-known and accurate 
journal when speaking within its compass) announced a few days ago 
the death of Mr. John Trenfield, of Chipping Sodbury (aged 98), 
adding that the deceased was “by a number of years the oldest 
solicitor on the rolls.” This was an error, as the gentleman in 
question was neither the oldest solicitor nor the oldest practitioner 
in point of age. 

One of our craft on Friday last entered his 100th year. I refer to 
Mr. Richard Peter, of Launceston, who was born on the 9th of October, 
1809. It is true that he was only admitted on the roll seventy years 
ago, and there are other solicitors still living who were admitted 
earlier—moreover, Mr. Peter has ceased to take out his practising 
certificate—but as far as I know he is the oldest representative in 
point of age of the whole legal profession. I am indebted to several 
of your readers for adding to my notes, and it would be interesti 
to learn from any source who comes next to Mr. Peter in point o 
age. Although I write this from the Pyrenees, letters addressed 
“Twickenham” will always reach me. I hope I shall live till next 
October to congratulate Mr. Peter on his becoming a centenarian, as 
we all wish he may. Both Mr. Peter and the late Mr. Trenfield were 
admitted in 1838. 

When I initiated this correspondence in your journal a good many 
years ago, I had collected about fifty names of barristers and 
solicitors who had then been practising for over sixty years—a 
limited few for upwards of seventy—and I pointed out the names of 
two gentlemen known to me (one then dead and the other alive but 
since dead) who took out a certificate for the seventy-fifth time ! As far 





as my knowledge extends this js the record, but I still appeal to your 
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readers to correct me if they can. Of course, very few of the fifty in 


uestion are with us now, but recent deaths of prominent members of 


t he craft, especially that of my old acquaintance, Mr. Arthur Burrows 
(who with one exception was the Father of the Bar), make it desirable 
to note afresh who really represents the longest practising lawyer now 
appearing in the Law List. Mr. Hake, a barrister still living at 
Brighton, was called in May, 1835, and my revered friend and former 
colleague on the Council of the Law Society, Mr. F. H. Janson, was 
admitted a solicitor in November of that year. Each, therefore, has 
served 73 years, and I hope that they may beat the above-mentioned 
record. Mr. Hake is the Father of the whole profession, and Mr. 
Janson heads the Solicitor Branch. 

There are a large number of solicitors still living who have practised 
for more than sixty years, and friends are kind enough to keep me 
abreast of the subject now that from one cause and another I am but 
in slight touch with the scene of my former activities. But although 
I am not many years off taking out a certificate for half a century 
myself, I am a mere boy in comparison with some of my professional 
acquaintances, and with your permission I will now and again recur to 
this question of longevity. Francis K. Munton, 

Oct,, 1908, 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


JONES +. GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY CO. 
12th and 13th Oct. 


Practicr—PRrRivitecep CoMMUNICATIONS—LETTERS WRITTEN BY MeEm- 
BER WITH THE OBsecT oF GETTING HIS Society To TAKE UP H1s CasE— 
INSPECTION—DISCLOSURE. 








No, I. 


The plaintiff desired’ to bring an action against his former employers 
for alleged wrongful dismissal. He wrote a letter setting out the facts 
to the society of which he was a member, in order to get them, if they 
would, to take up the matter. The society, on the advice of their 
solicitor, decided to do so, and, proceedings having been commenced, 
the defendants moved for inspection. The plaintiff claimed that the 
letters which had passed between himself and the society were privi- 
leged communciations. 

Held, that as the plaintiff wrote the letters with the prima facie 
object of giving the society material on which the society was to satisfy 
itself that the plaintiff had such a cause of action that the society 
might properly.take up the matter on his behalf, the principle of exemp- 
tion from disclosure which applies to communc*atice between a client 
and his professional adviser did not apply, ana ‘hat the order giving 
the defendants inspection of these letters had been rightly made. 


Appeal by the plaintiff, Godfrey Jones, from an order of Coleridge, 
J., in chambers, affirming the decision of a master. ‘The plaintiff had 
been a signalman in the service of the defendant company, and he 
alleged that he had been wrongfully dismissed, and was entitled to 
damages. He was a member of the Amalgamated Society of Railway 
Servants, and before commencing legal proceedings against the company 
he wrote to the secretary of the governing body of the society, asking 
that his case should be placed before the board in order that the 
society might take up his case. In the letters which passed he set out 
the names of some of the witnesses whom he wished to call. The 
letters were handed to the solicitors to the society, and on their advice 
the society eventually decided to take up the matter on behalf of the 
plaintiff. The company moved for inspection of all the documents in 


was claimed for these letters. 

VaucHan Witiams, L.J., in giving judgment, said the plaintiff wrote 
the letters in contemplation of anticipated litigation. In regard to 
that, he wished to say that if there was a document existing which 
clearly was not privileged on the ground that it was not a communica- 
tion directly or indirectly made to the professional advisers of the 
person writing the document, it was plain that the mere fact that the 
document happened to contain the names and addresses of witnesses 
would not make the document, which was not privileged—because it 
was not addressed to the professional advisers directly or indirectly— 
a wg ge document. Here it could not be doubted that the primary 
object of the writing of these letters and the placing of them before 
the solicitors of the society was that the solicitors might advise the 
society itself, and not the plaintiff. There was no indication in the 
letters that the writer meant them to be laid before the solicitors 
of the society or his (the writer’s) professional advisers. To 
hold that such communications were privileged as being com- 
munications by a litigant or expectant litigant to his _pro- 
fessional adviser in case he should require one would be to 
extend the area of privilege beyond anything which it had, up 
to the present, been held to cover. It would be a rash conclusion to 
come to on the evidence of this case to hold that the communications 
were intended as communications between client and solicitors. The 
primary cause of these documents coming into existence was to supply 
material upon which the society could satisfy itself that the plaintiff 


had such a primd facie cause of action that the society might properly 





take it up. The society were not professional legal advisers. They 
were not entitled, and the plaintiff was not entitled, in his communica- 
tions to them, to the application of the principle which exempted from 
disclosure communications between a client and his solicitors, either in 
the course of litigation or in the event of expected litigation. For these 
reasons he must hold that the documents in question were not privi- 
leged, and consequently the order made by the learned judge would 
be affirmed. 

Bucktry and Kennepy, L.JJ., concurred. Appeal dismissed with 
costs.—CounseL, Sir R. B. Finlay, K.C., and Norman Craig; Lowen- 
thal. Soxicrrors, Pattinson & Brewer; D. H. Davies. 

[Reported by Easxixe Rerp, Barrister-at-Law, ] 


New Orders, &c. 


The Criminal Appeal Act, 1907. 


RATES OF PAYMENT FIXED BY THE LORDS COMMISSIONERS 
OF HIS MAJESTY’S TREASURY FOR SHORTHANDWRITING 
AND COPYING UNDER THE CRIMINAL APPEAL ACT, 1907, 
AND THE CRIMINAL APPEAL RULES, 1908. 

I. For shorthand notes and transcripts thereof under section 16 of the 
Criminal Appeal Act, 1907. 

(a) ATTENDANCE FEE. 

To shorthand writers employed at the public charge in the Criminal 
Courts, £1 1s. Od. a day for each day’s necessary attendance with an 
additional fee of half-a-guinea in respect of any day on which a short- 
handwriter is required to attend in Court for more than 7 hours. 

{b) PAYMENTS FOR TRANSCRIPTS. 

8d. a folio (72 words) for transcripts directed to be made for the pur- 
poses of the Act, this payment to cover the supply of one copy of the 
transcript also when it is required by the Officer for whom the transcript 
is ordered. 

For any further copies of transcripts supplied either for public use or 
to parties interested, 14d. a folio. 

(c) ALLOWANCES FOR EXPENSES. 
(1) TRavELLING. 

Second-class railway fare, or first-class fare on lines of railway on which 
there is no second-class, with other reasonable expenses of locomotion 
actually and necessarily incurred, 

(2) Loperna. 


An allowance at the rate of £2 2s. Od. a week, or 8s. a night for a 
broken part of a week, provided that the total of £2 2s, Od. a week is 
not exceeded. 

N.B.—These allowances will only be made in cases where it is estab- 
lished to the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor or the Lord Chief 
Justice, as the case may be, that no competent local shorthandwriter is 
available, and it therefore becomes necessary to bring a shorthandwriter 
from a distance, and the lodging allowance will only be made where such 
shorthandwriter is compelled to be absent from home for the night. 

II. For copying under No, 39 (a) of the Criminal] Appeal Rules, 1908, 

(a) For copies of any documents or exhibits, other than those men- 
tioned hereunder, in the possession of the Registrar of the Court of 
Criminal Appeal under the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, or the Rules 
framed thereunder, 15d. per folio of 72 words ; 

(b) For copies of any plan, map, section, drawing, photograph or 
diagram, the actual cost of production as certified by the Registrar. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


LAw STUDENTS’ DEBATING SociETY.—Oct. 13.—Chairman, Mr. S. A. 
Guest.-—The subject for debate was: “ That this house is in favour of 
compulsory reference to arbitration in the case of trade disputes.”” Mr. 
H. Pettitt opened in the affirmative; Mr. W. A. Young opened in the 
negative. The following members continued the debate: Messrs. 
Pleadwell, Meeke, H. F. Rubinstein, Krauss, Vere Bass, Alexander, 
Henderson, I. J. Rubinstein, Veasey, Jones, Coraock, and Wates. The 
motion was lost by one vote. 














A special session for the jurisdiction of the Central Criminal Court 
was held on Monday last at the Sessions House, in the Old Bailey, for 
the purpose of fixing the dates of the sittings of the Court for the 
legal year. The Commissioners present were the Lord Mayor (who 
presided), Mr. Justice Bigham, Mr. Justice Sutton, Mr. Justice Pick- 
ford, and Mr. Justice Coleridge. Mr. H. K. Avory, the clerk of 
arraigns, announced that the following were the dates fixed for the 
beginning of the monthly sittings, viz., Tuesdays, November 10, 
December 8, January 12, February 2, March 2, March 23, April 20, 
May 18, and June 20, Monday, July 19, and Tuesdays, September 7 
and October 12. The session was closed with the customary proclama- 
tion, and the Court was adjourned unti] Tuesday, November 10, 
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Land Transfer Act, 1897. 


The following is an extract from the report of the Law and General 
Purposes Committee submitted to and adopted by the council of the 
Royal Borough of Kensington at a meeting held on the 6th day of 
October, 1908 :— 

The council will remember that on the 7th April last we reported 
that the Lord Chancellor had intimated to the London County Council 
that he concurred in the opinion which had been expressed that an 
inquiry was desirable into the working of the Land Transfer Act, 
1897, and that he proposed to institute such inquiry either by Com- 
mittee or by Royal Commission at an early date. 

In accordance with the promise given by the Lord Chancellor, a 
os Commission was appointed at the end of July last to consider 
and report upon the working of the Land Transfer Acts, and whether 
any amendments of the same were desirable. There are, however, 
certain points in connection with the constitution of the Commission, 
the terms of the reference, and the manner in which evidence may be 
taken to which we think attention should be directed. 

The Commission which has been appointed consists of twelve mem- 
bers, and only one of these is a solicitor. This inadequate representa- 
tion of solicitors upon the Commission is, in our opinion, much to 
be deplored, having regard to the fact that the work of conveyancing 
in this country is practically carried out by solicitors alone, and that 
consequently they alone have a first-hand knowledge of the details of 
the work of registration, and of the defects inherent to the system at 
present in operation. 

The second point to which we desire to call attention is the terms 
of the reference to the Commission, this being ‘‘to consider and 
report upon the working of the Land Registry Acts, and whether any 
amendments are desirable.’’ To our mind the terms of this reference 
are too narrow, and in all probability some points which it might be 
desirable to bring before the Commission would be held to be outside 
the scope of the inquiry. We consider that the Commission should be 
absolutely unfettered in considering the question as to whether any 
improvements can be made in the system of land transfer, and that 
> terms of the reference should be extended to allow of this being 
one. 

We may mention that the proceedings of the Commission which 
met in 1907 to inquire into the expediency of introducing a system of 
registration of title into Scotland were conducted in camera. We are 
of opinion that this is a most undesirable course of procedure, and that 
in the interests of the public it is highly expedient that it should be 
clearly laid down that at the pending inquiry the evidence shall be 
taken in public. 

Since the Royal Commission was appointed in July new rules have 
been published to come into operation on the 1st of November. These 
rules will materially alter the present practice, and it is recognized that 
they will substantially increase the difficulty and mg yp of registra- 
tion. There is not, it is admitted, any justification for applying com- 
pulsion to a system that is not a beneficial one, and the fact that on the 
eve of the inquiry it is found necessary to make a complete change in 
the practice is clear evidence that the present system is a failure. 
In the report adopted by the council on the 7th of May, 1907, the 
fact is noted that when the Act of 1897 was passed Parliament pro- 
vided that in the event of the experimental trial of the system not 
being successful, the Privy Council might at any time revoke or vary 
any order applying compulsory registration to any county, and one of 
the recommendations we made was that the order applying the system 
to the County of London should be forthwith revoked, leaving it 
optional for property owners to register or not as they deemed in their 
own interest. The attention of the authorities should, we consider, 
be again called to this provision in the Act, and we desire to strongly 
urge that pending the inquiry the order applying compulsion to London 
should be revoked. 








Legal News. 
Appointment. 


Mr. F, B. DINGLE, solicitor (Honours), magistrates’ clerk of Worcester, 
has been appointed Magistrates’.Clerk of Sheffield. Mr. Dingle was 
admitted in 1892. 


Changes in Partnerships. 

The practices of Messrs. Verrall & Borlase, of 4, New-road, Brighton, 
and Messrs. Holmes & Johnson, of 64, Ship-street, Brighton, have been 
amalgamated, and will henceforth be carried on at 64, Ship-street, 
Brighton, under the style or firm of Messrs. Holmes, Borlase, & Johnson. 


Dissolutions. 

EDWARD PowER BILBROUGH and WILLIAM LEVERS PLASKITT, 
solicitors (Bilbrough & Plaskitt), 8, Old Jewry, London. Sept. 30. The 
said Edward Power Bilbrough and William Levers Plaskitt will 
en business as solicitors in co-nartnership with Edward Foss an 
Archibald Festing Bryant at 5, Fenchurch-street, London, under the 
style or firm of Foss, Bilbrough, Plaskitt, Foss, & Bryant. 

GrorcE Freperick CLARK and Horace ArTHUR Du CANE 


Oct. 1. The business will be carried on in the future by the said 
George Frederick Clark. 

EpWARD Foss and ARCHIBALD FEsTING BRYANT, solicitors a & 
Bryant), 5, Fenchurch-street, London. 30. The said Edward 
Foss and Archibald Festing Bryant will ue to carry on businesss 
as solicitors at Re pe ms aforesaid, in co-partnership with 
Edward Power Bilbrough and William Levers Plaskitt, under the style 
or firm of Foss, Bilbrough, Plaskitt, Foss, & Bryant. [ Gazette, Oct. 9. 

ALEXANDER SMITH and FRANCIS GEENTY, solicitors (Alexander Smith 
& Geenty), South Shields, Oct. 10. (Gazette, Oct. 13, 


General. 


The Board of Trade have appointed Mr. A. J. Ashton, K.C., to act 
as arbitrator in the first case in which an application has been made 
under section 38 of the Patents Act, 1907, which enables licences from 
patentees to be determined in certain circumstances upon payment 
of compensation, the amount payable to be determined by an arbitrator 
appointed by the in case of difference. The parties to the 
arbitration are Messrs. Ramsbottom, of Norwich, and the United Shoe 
Machinery Co., Ltd., the patentees. 

The following are the Commission days fixed by Mr. Justice Jelf 
and Mr. Justice Sutton for the Autumn Assizes on the Midland 
Circuit :—Aylesbury, Thursday October 22; Bedford, Monday, 
October 26; Northampton, Thursday October 29; Leicester, Monday, 
November 2; Lincoln, Friday, November 6; Derby, Wednesday, 
November 11; Nottingham, Monday, November 16; Warwick, Satur- 
day, November 21; Bi ingham will probably be Saturday, Novem- 
ber 28. Mr. Justice Jelf will alone as far as Derby, and at the 
conclusion of the business there he will return to London. Mr. Justice 
Sutton will join the circuit at Nottingham, going on alone to Warwick, 
and afterwards joining the Lord Chief Justice at Birmingham. 
Prisoners only will be tried, except at Birmingham, where civil causes 
will also be taken. 

A claim was made, says the Jimes, by the London, Brighton, and 
South Coast Railway Co., at the Southwark County Court, 
on the 12th inst., against Mr. A. de M_ Bellairs, of Warwick- 
street, W., for the return of a season ticket and £2 damages 
for its detention, or, in the alternative, damages for breach 
of contract. Mr. C. Brewer appeared for the company, 
the defendant not appearing. Mr. Brewer said that the defendant, 
a member of the New Club, Brighton, had a quarter’s season ticket. 
Just before it expired he was written to for a renewal, but as no 
reply was received he was asked to return the old ticket. He replied : 
‘*T shall be glad to know, if I send you back my season ticket, if you 
will refund me the 5s. which I paid for it.” To that the railway 
company replied that they could not answer that query until they 
were made acquainted with the reason for its detention. One of the 
conditions under which the ticket was issued, added Mr. Brewer, was 
that the deposit of 5s. was forfeited if the ticket was not returned 
within 24 hours after expiration, but if a reasonable excuse was given 
the company might refund the 5s. within a fortnight or so. He asked 
for damages against the defendant for breach of contract to return the 
ticket. Judge Willis: What damages? Mr. Brewer: The expenses 
incurred by the staff writing him, &c. Judge Willis : Oh, no; that you 
would have to do in any case. I can give you a few shillings for the 
detention if I choose. The defendant is not entitled to impose any 
conditions in regard to the return of the ticket, as it has never become 
his property, and he is not entitled to detain it for a moment after 
it has expired. There must be judgment for the plaintiffs for the 
return of the ticket, and they can have 2s. for its detention, or, in 
the alternative, the value of the pasteboard. What do you say the 
value is? Mr. Brewer : It is rather difficult to assess the actual value of 
the ticket itself. His Honour: Five shillings? Mr. Brewer: Yes, I 
should say 5s. is its value. His Honour: Very good. Order for its 
return and 2s., or 5s., its value. Mr. Brewer: It is a case of public 
importance, and the first of its kind brought into court. Therefore, I 
ask for costs on the higher scale. His Honour : Yes, you can have costs 
on the highest scale 1 can give, namely, £100. Judgment accordingly. 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1908. 
(Continued from p. 827). 

FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(In Bankruptcy.) 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor), No 844 of 1908 from a Receiving 
Order made herein on the 7th of August, 1908, by Mr. Registrar 

ope 

In re Lewis Solomons (expte Lewis Solomons), No 1,553 of 1898 from 
the refusal, on the 25th of June, 1908, of Mr Registrar Linklater to 
fix a day to hear an Application by the Debtor 

In re J Weighell (expte The Official Receiver) from an Order of the 
Divisional Court (Justices Bigham and Jelf), dated the 30th’ of 
July, 1908, allowing an appl from the County Court of Durham 
(Stockton-on-Tees) 

In re J J G Dalzell (expte The Bankrupt), No 1,145 of 1907 from an 
Order, dated the 29th of June, 1908, of Mr Registrar Giffard, 
suspending the Bankrupt’s discharge for 5 years 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor), No 18 of 1908 from an Order of 
the Divisional Court (Justices Bigham and Jelf) allowing an appl 
from the County Court of Lancashire (Salford) 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor), No 880 of 1908 from a Receiving 
Order made herein on the 30th of July, 1908, by Mr Registrar 
Linklater 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor), No 629 of 1908 from a Receiving 
Order made herein on the 26th of August, 1908, by Mr Registrar 


Hope 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor), No 1,012 of 1908 froma Receiving 
Order made herein on the 5th of September, 1908, by Mr Registrar 
Hope 

FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Frnau List.) 
1907. 

Carlisle Rural District Council v Mayor, &c. of Carlisle (W Kennedy, 
3rd party) appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated 
July 6, 1907 (restored June 19, 1908—for Oct 12) August 15 

1908. 

Karno v Pathe Freres appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, 
dated April 29, 1908 May 23 

Kidston v Pitt-Rivers appl of pltff from judgt of Justices Darling and 
Phillimore, dated May 19, 1908 May 27 

Rawlings v Rawlings appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bray, 
without a jury, Glamorgan, dated May 2, 1908, and original motion 
by pltff, dated June 29, 1908 May 29 

Rushbrook v Grimsby Palace Theatre and Buffet ld appl of defts from 
jndgt of Justices Darling and Phillimore, dated May 14, 1908 
une 

Burdin & Co v The Fruit Juice Co ld appl of defts from judgt of 
Mr Justice Grantham, without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 27, 
1908 June 3 

In the Matter of the Arbitration Act, 1889, and in the Matter of an 
Arbitration between Charles A Brentnall and James Byrne appl of 
James Byrne from judgt of Justices Channell and Sutton, dated 
May 13, 1908 June 3 

The King v His Honor Judge Snagge and ors appl of B J Bridgman 
(Prohibition) from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and Justices 
Darling and Sutton, dated May 25, 1908 June 6 Same v Same 
(Certiorari) June 6 

H Swain v Marks appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice A T Law- 
rence, without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 21, 1908 June 12 

The Rhondda Valley Breweries Co Id (applts) v The Assessment 
Committee of the Pontypridd Union, &c (respts) appl of respts 
from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Darling and 
Sutton, dated May 28, 1908 June 16 

Cooper v Kendall appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 30, 1908 June 18 

The Bede Shipping Co ld v O’Donovan, Kreiger & Schliemann ld 
appl of pltffs from judgt of Justices Ridley and Darling, dated April 
8, 1908 June 22 

Buitenlandsche Bank v Marconi’s Wireless Telegraph Co ld. appl of 
pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, without a jury, London, 
dated April 3, 1908 June 24 

Griffiths v Fleming and ors appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Pickford, jury discharged, Salford Division of the County of Lan- 
caster, dated June 2, 1908 June 29 

Cuthbertson v Sherwood, Baker & Hart appl of pltff from order of 
Mr Justice Jelf in Chambers, dated June 5, 1908 June 30 

Beard v Hayward appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Pickford, 
without « jury, Middlesex, dated April 1, 1908 July 1 

Lawson v Willard appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, without 
a jury, Middlesex, dated April 1, 1908 (security ordered) July 6 

Tinkley v Tinkley appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Sutton and 
a common jury, Middlesex, dated May 30, 1908 (entered by leave 
of Court of Appeal of July 3, 1908) July 7 

Middlesex County Council v Kingsbury Urban District Council appl 
of defts from order of Mr Justice Grantham, without a jury, Mid- 
dlesex, dated May 9, 1908 July 10 

Holder and anr v Hann appl of plitffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Channel], without a jury, Middlesex, dated June 22, 1908 July 10 





Reigate Rural District Council v Sutton District Water Works (J A 
Ewart, 3rd party) appl of pltfis from judgt of Justices Channell 
and Sutton, dated April 29, 1908 July 11 

The Republic of Bolivia y The Indemnity Mutual Marine Assce Co ld 
appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Pickford, without a jury, 
Middlesex, dated June 15, 1908 July 14 

Cowley v Taylor and ors appl of pltfis from judgt of Justices Ridley 
and Darling, dated April 7, 1908 July 14 

In re an Arbitration between William Hinde and The Caledon Ship- 
building & Engineering Co ld appl of applt from judgt of Justices 
Channell and Sutton, dated July 1, 1908 July 15 

Day and anr v Whitehead appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Walton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 5, 1908 July 15 

The Southern Counties Vacuum Cleaner Co ld v The Junior Army & 
Navy Stores ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated June 20, 1908 July 16 

In the Matter of an Arbitration between Etherington and Lancashire 
& Yorkshire Accident Insce Co ld appl of Lancashire & Yorkshire 
Co from judgt of Mr Justice Channell (special case), dated July 6, 
1908 July 16 

Levene v Brougham appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 6, 1908 July 17 

Spillers & Bakers ld v Davey appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Phillimore, without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 6, 1908 July 17 

In the Matter of an Arbitration between The Press Assoc ld and The 
Exchange Telegraph Co ld appl of Press Assoc from judgt of Mr 
Justice Channell (special case), dated July 7, 1908 July 21 

Attorney-Gen v Herbert Till appl of deft from judgt of The Lord 
Chief Justice, dated July 10, 1908 July 21 

Maison Charles Zung Societe Anonyme (trading in England as Charles 
Zung ld) v Watson Slack and Messrs H D Boret appl of deft, H D 
Boret, from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, without a jury, Middlesex, 
dated July 2, 1908 July 21 

Jackson v Watson & Sons appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice A 
T Lawrence, special jury, Stafford, dated July 16, 1908 July 24 

Geirionydd District Council v Green and anr appl of defts from judgt 
of Justices Channell and Sutton, dated May 4, 1908 July 27 

Spillers & Bakers ld v The Great Western Ry Co (Railway and Canal 
Commission) appl of The Great Western Ry Co from judgt of Mr 
Justice A T Lawrence, the Hon. A E Gathorne Hardy, and Sir 
James Woodhouse July 28 

Gosney v Bristol, &c., Trade and Provident Soc appl of pltff from 
judgt of Justices Channell and Sutton, dated July 14, 1908 July 28 

Genney and anr v Williams Bros appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bigham, without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 5, 1908 July 
29 

Provincial Bill Posting Co !d v Low-Moor Co ld appl of pltffs from 
judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, Leeds, dated July 22, 1908 July 31 

Elliott v Lazarus appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, without 
a jury, Surrey, dated July 30, 1908 ugust 1 

Hodgson & Onyett v Skinner appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bray, dated July 15, 1908 August 5 

Higgins v Searle appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrence, 
special jury, Bodmin, dated July 18, 1908 August 5 

Gray v Fearn appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham and a 
common jury, Leeds, dated July 20, 1908 August 5 

White & Hales v The Mayor, Aldermen, &c., of Islington appl 
of respts from judgt of Justices Lawrance, Jelf, and Sutton, dated 
July 28, 1908 August 5 

Imperial Ottoman Bank v Moss SS Co ld and Bell’s Asia Minor SS 
Co ld appl of defts, Bell’s Asia Minor SS Co ld, from judgt of 
Mr Justice Pickford, without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 25, 
1908, and cross-notice by pltff, dated August 11 August 6 

Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corpn ld v Dewynter appl of deft 
from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, without’ a jury, Middlesex, dated 
May 7, 1908 August 7 

Wilkes v Mason and ors appl of deft, W R Wood, from judgt of Mr 
Justice Sutton and a common jury, Middlesex, dated July 21, 1908 
August 11 . 

Saxby v Fulton appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bray, dated 
July 27, 1908 August 11 ; } 
Gardner v Youlten appl of deft from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice 

(jury discharged), Middlesex, dated July 7, 1908 August 11 

Redfern v Hope appl of deft from judgt of Justices Channell and 
Sutton, dated July 2, 1908 August 18 ang 

Andrew Weir & Co and ors v The Scottish Australian Mining Co ld 
appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Pickford, without a jury, 
Middlesex, dated May 25, 1908 Sept 5 ; 

Zunz v Slack and ors appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 2,1908 Sept18 = 
Post v Pontifex appl of pltff from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice 
(special jury discharged), Middlesex, dated May 25, 1908 Sept 28 
FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE AND ADMIRALTY 
DIVISION (ADMIRALTY). 

With Nautical Assessors. 

(Fovau List.) 

1908. 

The Vondel—1908—Folio 87 The Owners, Master and Crew of the 
Schooner Pool Fisher v The Owners of the Steamship Vondel 

(damage) appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated 





May 22, 1908 May 23 Same v Same appl of pitfis from same 
. order cross-notice by pltffs, dated June 29, 1908 May 29 
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St Paul—1908—Folio 221 The Commissioners for executing the office 


of Lord High Admiral of the United Kingdom, and the Officers 
and Crew of H.M-S. Gladiator, suing for their lost effects v The 
Owners of Steamship St Paul (damage) appl of pltffs from judgt 
of The President, dated June 20, 1908 July 21 

The Owners of Steamship Charcas and her He v The Owners of 
Steamship Sevilla and her Freight (damage) appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated May 7, 1908 July 31 


Without Nautical Assessors. 


The Owners of Cargo lately laden on board Steamship Draupner v 


Owners of the Steamship Draupner (damage to cargo) appl of defts 
— judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated July 24, 1908 
uly 31 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION 
(New Triat Paper.) 
1908. 


" Stones v Steiner & Co ld appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on 


appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 3, 1908, at trial before 
Mr Justice Pickford and a special jury, Salford Division, County 
of Lancaster April 22 

Sutcliffe v E Taylor & Co ld and Whalley appln of defts for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 1, 1908, at 
trial before Mr Justice Coleridge and a common jury, Salford 
Division of Lancaster May 15 


_ Spooner v Godfrey appln of pltff for jndet or new trial on appl from 


verdict and judgt, dated May 5, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice 
Bray and a common jury, Middlesex May 18 

Wyler and ors v Lewis and ors appln of defts other than Sir R 
Edgecombe for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, 
dated May 2, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice Phillimore and a 
special jury, Middlesex May 19 


«Thompson v Challis, Moors and ors appln of W Smith for judgt or 


new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 13, 1908, at 
trial before Mr Justice Bray and a common jury, Middlesex May 22 

Mangena v E Lloyd ld _ appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated May 2, 1908, at trial before Mr 
Justice Darling and a special jury, Middlesex May 22 

Morgan v London General Omnibus Co ld appln of defts for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 20, 1908, 
at trial before Mr Justice Jelf and a common jury, Middlesex 
May 27 

Coldrick v Partridge, Jones & Cold appln of pltff for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 22, 1908, at trial 
before Mr Justice Bray and a special jury, Glamorgan June 2 

Lumley v Pantlin appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated May 21, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice 
A T Lawrance.and a common jury, Middlesex June 6 

Allan v Pettit appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated May 27, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice 
Coleridge and a special jury, Haverfordwest June 

Smithies v National Association of Operative Plasterers and ors 
appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, 
dated June 4, 1908, at trial before The Lord Chief Justice, jury 
dischargd, Middlesex June 20 

National Provincial Bank or England v Sternberg appln of deft for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated June 17, 
1908, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, 
Middlesex June 27 

Van Laun v Walker appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated June 18, 1908, at trial before The 
Lord Chief Justice and a special jury, Middlesex June 29 

Frankau v The Berkeley Syndicate ld or ors appln of defts for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated 24, 1908, ut 
trial before The Lord Chief Justice and a special jury, Middlesex 
July 1 

Hains v Day appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated June 12, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance 
and a special jury, Wells July 4 

Merry (wife, &c) v London, Tilbury & Southend Ry Co appln of 
pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated 
June 29, 1808, at trial before Mr. Justice Darling and a commun jury, 
Middlesex July 6 

Floyd (an infant) and anr v Gibson appln of deft for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 9, 1908, at trial 
before Mr Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex July 11 

Leigh v Travers appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated June 26, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice 
Bigham and a common jury, Durham July 13 

Buckler & Norman v Renner and anr appln of deft, H Renner, for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 2, 
1908, at trial before Mr Justice Darling and a common jury, Mid- 
dlesex July 17 

Novocastrian Shipping Co ld v Bainbridge appln of pltffs for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 9, 1908, at 
trial before Mr Justice Bigham and a special jury, Newcastle-on- 
Tyne July 18 Same v Lambton appln of deft for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 9, , at trial 
before Mr Justice Bigham and a special jury, Newcatsle-on-Tyne 
(advanced) July 31 





G T Appleton v A D Mather appln of deft for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 2, 1908, at trial before 
Mr Justice Pickford and a special jury, Lancaster July 18 

Williams v The Daily Express ld appln of pltff for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 13, 1908, at trial before 
The Lord Chief Justice and a — jury, Middlesex July 20 

In the Matter of the Petition of Right of Evard Charles de Peyer 
(suppliant) v The King (deft) appln of de Peyer for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 13, 108 at trial 
before Mr Justice Lawrance and a common Jury, Middlesex July 20 

Powell v Chapman appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated July 10, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice 
Bucknill and a common jy Lancaster July 23 

Addis v Gramophone Co ld, &c appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 6, 1908, at trial before 
Mr Justice Darling and a > gee jury, Middlesex July 29 

Delaney v Earby Water Co ld appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 28, 1908, at trial before 
Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, Leeds August 5 

Burch v Saving Stamp Co appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 6, 1908, at trial before Mr 
Justice Walton and a common jury, Chelmsford August 5 

David v Britannic Merthyr Coal Co appln of pltff for judgt or new 
trial on appl for verdict and judgt, dated July to, 1908, at trial before 
Mr Justice Channell and a ee jury, Swansea August 5 

Jenkins v Same appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated July 30, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice 
Channell and a special jury, Swansea August 5 

A Evans v Same appin o = for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict ane dated July 30, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice 
Channell and a special jury, Swansea August 5 

M Evans v Same appln of pitff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated July 30, i , at trial before Mr Justice 
Channell and a special jury, Swansea August 5 

Miles and anr v Same appln of pltffs for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated July 30, 1908, at trial before Mr 
Justice Channell and a special jury, Swansea August 5 

White v Same appln of Fx =! for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated July 30, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice 
Channell and a special Jury, Swansea August 

Meredith v Fastnut appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated — oa. 1908, at trial before Ne 
Justice Ridley and a common jury, Birmingham August 5 

Patent Conveyor Co ld v Cooper appln of deft for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, July 23, 1908, at trial before Mr 
Justice Ridley and a special jury, West Riding Division of County 

‘ of York August 13 

Stroud v Thompson (a firm) appln of defts for judge or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 25, 1908, at trial before 
Mr Justice Ridley and a gga jury, Birmingham August 15 

Thornton v England and wife appln of pltff for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 6, 1908, at trial before 
Mr Justice Lawrance and a f meor jury, Bristol, and cross-notice by 
defts, dated July 31, 1908. August 20 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(InrerLocutory List.) 
1908. 


In the Matter of an Arbitration between Messrs. Enoch and Sons, 
Proprietors of St James’ Hall and Vert Sinkins Concert Direction 
ld, and In the Matter of the Arbitration Act, 1889 appl of Enoch 
& Sons from order of Mr Justice Coleridge, dated March 28, 1908 
April 8 (s o liberty to apply to restore) 

The King v The Commissioners for Special Purposes of the Income 
Tax appl of Commissioners for Special Purposes of the Income Tax 
from order of The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Ridley and 
Darling, dated March 30, 1908 April 9 ; 

Grant & Sons v Pickfords ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Ridley, dated May 1, 1908 (s o liberty to restore) April 12 

Pouchon v Michel’s Composite Sleepers Id appl of defts from order of 
Mr Justice Ridley, dated May 6, 1908 (s o 7 days’ notice to restore) 
May 23 

Pion The Great Central Ry Co a of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Coleridge, dated July 6, 1 July 10 

Ullmann and ors v Cowes Harbour Commrs ls defts from order 
of Mr Justice Coleridge, dated June 29, July 11 Same v 
Same appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Coleridge, dated 
June 29, 1908 July 11 

Welch and’ ors v Murdock and ors appl of pltffis from order of Mr 
Justice Bray, dated July 24, 1908 July 30 

Comar and anr v Greatorex appl of deft from order of The Lord 
Chief Justice and a ie ee London, dated July 22, 1908 Jul 
30 Same v Same appl of deft from order of he Lord Chie 
Justice and a special jury, London, dated July 22, 1908 July 30 
(to be heard by OJ. by order of July 30) 

Bishopsgate Finance vem ld v Jolliffe appl of deft from order of 
Mr Justice Bray, da July 18, 1908 July 31 } 

Walker & Son v Hodgson appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Bray, 
dated July 28, 1908 July 31 ; 

Blair and anr v Wolner appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice 


Bray, dated July 28, 1908 August 5 
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White v Butt Ay of . from order of Mr Justice Eve, dated 
August 11, 1 August 

Oowana Soap and Candle rhe v Maisel appl of deft from order of 
Mr Justice Coleridge, dated Sept 10, 1908 Sept 18 

Smith v Shaw appl of —_ from order of Mr Justice Coleridge, dated 
Sept 8, 1908 Sept 24 

ishepagate Finance Corpn v Jolliffe pl of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Coleridge, dated Sept 17, 1908 Oct 1 


In re The Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1897 and 1906. 
(From County Courts.) 
1908. 


Mann v The Owners of The Steamship Hartington appl of respts 
from award of County Court (Durham, West Hartlepool), dated 
April 10, 1908 (s o for decision in House of Lords in “Ismay v 
Williamson, &c.’") April 30 

Dugmore v Procter & Sons (Lancashire and Yorkshire Ry Co 3rd 
parties) appl of Applicant from award of County Court (Lanca- 
shire, Salford), dated May 29, 1901 June 9 

Evans v Williams and ors appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Glamorganshire, Neath), dated June 19, 1908 July 1 

M A Mulrooney v G Todd and The Lord Mayor, &c., of Bradford 
appl of respts The Lord Mayor, &c., of Bradford from award of 
County Court (Yorkshire, Bradford), dated June 22, 1908 June 17 

Richards v Payne appl of respt from award of —— Court (Somer- 
setshire, Taunton), dated July 1, 1908 July 1 


S H Porton v Central (Unemployed) Body for ie appl of respts 
from award s County Court (Middlesex, London), dated July 2, 
1908 July 1 

J Duncan v aoe of the Ship ‘‘ Hortensius’’ appl of respts from 
award of County Court (Lancashire, Liverpool), dated July 6, 1908 
July 20 

L Schofield (by his next friend James Winstanley) v The Orrell 
Colliery Co ld appl of respts from award of County Court (Lanca- 
shire, Wigan), dated June 30, 1908 July 23 

Thompson v Blackwell Colliery Co ld appl of Applicant from award 
pig Court (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield), dated July 6, 1908 

uly 27 

Elson v G Trollope & Sons and orsappl of respts from award of County 
Court (Middlesex, Brompton), dated July 7, 1908 July 27 

Fisk v Reeve appl of respt from award of County Court (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft), dated July 8, 1908 July 28 


Cozens v Rutherford appl of Applicant from award of County Court 
(Middlesex, Marylebone), dated July 16, 1908 July 29 

Cawdor Colliery Co v Llewellyn appl of respt from award of County 
Court (Carmarthenshire, Llandilofawr), dated July 9, 1908 July 30 

Moulson v Ripley & Sons ld appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Yorkshire, Bradford), dated July 28, 1908 July 30 

Warncken v R Moreland & Son Id appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Middlesex, Bow), dated July 17, 1908 August 7 

Gallagher v Crossfield appl of respt from ward of County Court 
(Lancashire, Barrow-in-Furness), dated July 23, 1908 August 7 

Gordon v Stott appl of Applicant from award of County Court 
(Northamptonshire, Peterborough), dated July 21, 1908 August 10 


Phillips v Dunkerton Collieries 1d appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Somersetshire, Bath), dated July 22, 1908 August 10 


Anslow v Cannock Chase Colliery 1d appl of Applicant from award of 
County Court (Staffordshire, Lichfield), dated July 22, 1908 
August 10 


Lynch v Cornish appl of Applicant from award of County Court 
"(Middlesex, Edmonton), date July 30, 1908 August 13 


Willcocks v Castle appl of respt from award of County Court (Devon- 
shire, Newton Abbot and Torquay), dated August 7, 1908 August 17 

Blackburn v Sheffield Coal Co 1 1 of respts from award of ounty 
Court (Yorkshire, Sheffield), detalles 6, 1908 August 20 

Gardner & Sons ld v Long appl of Applicants from award of County 
Court (Gloucestershire, Gloucester), dated July 25, 1908 August 22 

Llewellyn v Cawdor Colliery Co appl of Applicant from award of 
County Court (Carmarthenshire, Llandilofawr), dated August 4, 
1908 August 22 

Birch v The British Boiler and Engineers’ Stores Co ld appl of 
Applicant from award of County Court (Middlesex, Bow), dated 
July 24, 1908 August 24 

Rhodes and anr v Soothill Wood Colliery Co ld appl of respts from 
award — Court (Yorkshire, Dewsbury), dated Aug 6, 1908 
Augus 

Walley v The Queen Brick Co (Blackburn, 1907) ld appl of respts 
from award of County Court (Lancashire, Blackburn), dated 
August 6, 1908 August 

Jacques v A Knowles . Sons ld appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Lancashire, Salford), da August 12, 1908 September 1 

Edwards v Glamorgan Coal Co ld appl of applicant from award of 
——— tog (Glamorgan, Pontypridd), dated September 3, 1908 


Hoge et The Votty & Bowydd Slate Quarry Co ld appl of 
from award of County Court (Carmarthenshire, Portmadoc and 


Festiniog), dated September 2, 1908 September 22 








Eaves v The a Colliery Co ld appl of applicant from 
award of County Court Saom, Pontypridd). dated. Sep- 
tember 5, 1908 September 26 

Padgham v Stow appl of applicant from award of County Court 
(Kent, Maidstone), dated September 8, 1908 September 29 


N.B.—The above list contains Chancery, Palatine, and King’s Bench 
Final and Interlocutory Appeals, &c., set down to October 3rd, 1908. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 

Oct. 21.—Messrs. Epwrw Fox & Bovsrietp, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Building 
Bites (see advertisement, back psge, Oct. 10). 

Oct. 26.—Messrs. Broprs, Tiuns & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Frechold Warehouse 
Premises (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Oct. 27.—Messrs. Hampton & Sows, at the Mart: Freehold (see advertisement, 
back page, Oct. 3). 

Oct. 28.—Mesars. Dovetas Younc & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-Rents 
and Freehold Properties (see advertisement, back page, Oct. 10). 

Oct. 29.—Messrs, Fareprorner, Eire |& Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground- 
Rents (see advertisement, back page, this week) 

Oct. 29.—Mesare. mee & pom, at the Mi 
Rents (see advertisemen ik page, this week).: 

Oct. 30.—Messers. eadeony Bros., at the Mart: Ground-Rents (see advertisement, 
back page, this week). 


Nov. 4.—Messrs. Epwry Fox & Bovsrrzt», at the Mart, at 2: Frechold Ground~ 
Rents (see advertisement, back page, this week). 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Lire Poricres awp Lirs Inrerter. 


Mosers, H. E. Foster & Crawrretp held their usual any el 869) of 
the above-named interests at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, — C., on Thursday last, when 
= following lots were eold at the prices named, the total amount realized being 


at 2: Freehold and Leasehold Ground- 


ABSOLUTE REVERSION to £471 .. ee . Bold = 
LIFE INTEREST in £70 per appum eee cco - = * 
AB®OLUTE BEVERSION to £966 aie <a> we 20 -— - = 380 
ENDOWMENT POLICY for £1,000.. pa ie ~~ « » 
ENDOWMENT POLICY for £1, ,000 jin jo. ee ee) eee 
POLICIES :— 

For 2500 + pe a ae oe on ae oo «= gp, SS 

For £750 ove eee ooo eve ooo seo coe oe ove » £250 

For £1,000... ur 68 on Dt ooo sone - eek? Nal » £366 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Oct. 9. 
JOINT STOCK COMPAN ES. 
Liurrep iw Onanozry. 


Berrisa Irom Buruprxes Co, Liwrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 31, to 
send in their names and addresees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Wi liam Spencer Jones, 21, Harrington et, Liverpool, liquidator 

Tamwortsa Correr Hovss Co, Liurren—Petn for winding up, pr 

to be heard at the County Court, Corporation st, Birmingham, Oct 26, at 10,30. 
y a * & Sons, Tamworth, solors to the petnr. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 


Terre & Co, Liurrzp—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 2, directed to be ey 
at the Court House, Government bldgs , Victoria ictoria st, Liverpool, Oct 23, 10. 
—_— & Oo, Liverpool, solors for ry peturs ; London Agents, priechard & 8 ee ef 

9, Gracecburch st, London Notice of appearing must rea above-named not 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 23 

Unsrrap Datta Enxcrvenns, Liurrep.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct ms 
to send their names and addresses, with the particulars of their debts and claims, to 
Ernest F. Mills, liquidator 


W. P. Pree Co, Liurrzp (rw Liqurpatiow)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 23, to —_ their names and addresses, and the particulars of ety’ debts or 
claims, to 8: tong &. Deseen, Dawson, 61, North John st, Liverpool. Toulmin & Co, Liver- 

pool, solors for the liquidator 

Wriize & Ritzy, Lrurrep—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 7, directed to be 
heard before Neville, J, on Oct 20. Styer, Fenchurch st, solor for the rome. Notice 
ea ee eee med not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Oct. 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liutrep rm CaancEry. 





ted Oct 5,'d taal 


Brexeragap Burrprwe Marertats Co, Liurrsp—Creditors are required, on ap ee 
Oct 26, to send their names and sddrerses, and the particulars of heir de 
claims, to W. P. Davidson, 14, Dale st, Liverpool, liquidavor 


Horwac Cosces Mires, Lrurrep—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 8, directed to 
beard 27, Montagu & Co, 6 and 6, Bucklers , solora for the nag Notice ot 
appearing must reach the above-named not later an 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


Prancces Moroz Co, Lrsttzp—Petn for winding up. presented Oct 3, directed tobe 
heard at the Assize Reading, Nov 19, at 10 90 Walsh & Co, Reading, solors to 
the . Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not ‘later than 6 o’clock 
in afternoon of Nov 18 

Surut.3T0 a Laurreo—Creditors are required, on or before Nov a tn ot 
toeir names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Waiter ere nota 71, Albion st, Leeds, Overend, Leeds, solor to the oon Rg 


Tryrz’ Co, Liurrap—Creditors fi on or before Oct 28, to send 
ope cnee y perstoninns of 2 ae their debts or claims, to T. W. 


7 & eaves tatero Ge to send 
| iw Ag pertiglars Of thelr debts or calm, to, benjamin 
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Bankru iptcy Notices. 
Gazette.—FRIDAY, Oct. 9. 

RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ALLUM, pes a nome, : tenham, Tinsmith Cheltenham 
Aytox, W1i11am Hewry, Bristol, Yeast Merchant Bristol 

Pet 21 Oct 5 
Baanes, Jenemran, Blackburn, Baker Blackburn Pet Oct 
3 Ord Oct 3 


Basen Jasez, and Wattze Hammonp, King’s mews, 
~ yy Court Oct 6 


a — Horse Dealers High Pet 
—- — a Hatton gdn, + ee Merchant High 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Sept 2 
Sea” Faanyx, 


ERTRAM y+ oh Boytox, and Jour 

Taxvor: ABRAHAMS, Coleman st, Auctioneers 
Court Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

Brown, Witu1am Grorce, yey Licensed Victualler 
Norwich PetSept24 Ord Oct 

Eruitt, Jabez Hexry, Glen view, Cornwall, Insurance 
Agent Truro Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 

Greaves, Jossrx, New es Barman Great 

Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct5 
aa a oy, Great Tower st, Wine Merchant High 


et Ord6 Pet Oct 6 
Hooptsss eo Spencea, gna, Blacksmith 
port, Somerset, Black- 


effield Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 

Hoopgr, Atsert Henny, Aller, 

smith Yeovil Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 
J -- - Manville rd, U, Provision 
uscENs, FRans. parties e 

Merchant Wandsw potent 1 Ord bet 8 
Keira, ome rn nag bene 4 Stockton on Tees 

Pet Oct 5 Ord Oc 
Kenwortuy ame, Croydon ri, Caterham Valley, 

, Builders Croydon Pet Aug 16 yy 

Lez, Witiias Bewror, Listerhills, Bradford, Cart 

Bradford Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 7 


Lzvzaton, Hagpert, and Jonn Tnomas Tuorps, Sheffield, 
Hammer Manufacturers Sheffield Pet wept 28 Ord 


Oct 6 
Lixcagp, Joux, Ly Lanes, Cycle Dealer Liverpool 
Pet Oct 7 Ord Oo ; 


Mequee, Sen. Chorlton on ioe. Manchester, Artist 
Pet Sept 9 Ord Oct 

Ossoaxz & Co, Hammond rd, Southall, Builders Wind- 
sor Pet Aug 20 Ord Oct 3 

Parrox, Puttie Caarues, Riverview gins, Barnes, * ete 
Stockbroker High Court Pet Oct7 Ord Oct'7 

Paiurs, Henry Simon, Oxford rd, Comet, Company 
Promoter Brentford Pet Sept 9 Ord Oct 6 

Porrtetox, Joux Dysox, jun, Leicester, Plumber 
Leicester Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 

Powatt, Sesame Wituiam, Barrington, rd, _ Brixton, 
Photographer High Court Pet Oot 5 Ord Oct 5 

Rosrarsox, James, Brighton, Printers Manager 
Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 7 


Sasserata, Davip Jacon, Myddelton st, ae, 
epemausing Jeweller Court ‘et Bept 21 
Simmons, - p steet, Cycle Dealer Preston Pet 
Guage, Bl James, Canterbury, 
Furniture Dealer Canterbury Pet Oct 5 onoek” 


Sutra, Rosert Groner, Nottingham, W 
N Pet Sep 
ater Manrcaret, Beckenham, Nerve Specialist High 


urt Pet June 29 Ord Oct 7 
Tasu, Frawx, Hockham, Norfolk, Butcher Norwich Pet 
Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 
Vergy, ALics + Meole, Sal 
prietor ry PetOct 5 O 


a Sequtey Pro- 
Wuirtax, Ricnand, Colne, Lancs, Tewelles _— Pet 
Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 
Witt1ams, Evax, Pontarliechan, Gwynfe, Liangadock, 
on, Cabinet Maker Carmarthen Pet Oct 
6 


Woop, Wi1114m Rearyatp, John st, Bedford row, Solicitor 
High Court Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 5 
FIRST MEETINGS, 
Aa, Ranamix, Houndsiitch, asehonieenan Oct 19 at 12 


Berton, JABEz, and Watrer Hammoxp, King’s mews, 
Theobald’s rd, Horse Dealers Oct 20at 1 ptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 





Beaawn, Aawendeeen Wood, Keat, Farmer. 
Oct 19 at 12.30 115, High py A 
~~ Diamond Merchant Oct 19 
at 
Borrox, Frarx, Atrrep Boyrrox, wy o- 
Auctioneers 


—s ABRAHAMS, may, ag 20 at 
Barrz, Monais, and Hasais Hosts, Fleur de Lis, 


Mon, Boot Dealers Oct 21 at 11 Of me ine Com’ 
mercial st, Ne o Mee 
Brown, Wits Norwich, Licensed Victualler 
Oct 17 at 12 Off Reo, 8, K: st, Norwich 
. Farmer Oct 19 


Cratiinor, Percy Gra: Scar 
at4 Off Reo, 48, Westborough, 
Fayz, Norais, South Piumber Oct 20atil Off Ree, 
35, Vi st, Liverpool 
Fienea, Ezto, Cardiff Oct 19 at 3 Off Ree, 117, 8t 
Cardiff 


Hacxise, Anrnanam, Accrington, Cabinet Maker Oct 17 at 
11 Off Reo, 13, Winckley st, Preston 
Hamuex, Davin, Great Tower Sane hey > Oct 19 
3 atl beg 
URGENS, 3, Man’ 
Merchant Oct 19 at 12 soar ing, Provision 


at 12 


Powe, wee a rd, Brixton, ze 


Oct 21 at 12 
es Hexry,  Baalkrupty bidge, Carey Oct 19 at 19 
Ruey, J, & Co, West Gorton, (Manchester Oct 19 at 3 
Off Rec, Manchester 
Sasserartsa, ACOB, =o st, Clerkenwell, 
Man’  Sewellan 19 at 12 Bankruptey 


bidgs, Carey 
i Groacs, Weston A Weedon, nr Towcester, 
¥ 4 ae ct 17 at 12 Off Reo, 
Smmcox, Joxnx Epwix, Bisc<pool, Mineral Water Manu- 
facturer Oct 17 at 11.15 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, 


Stxcuarz, Vatentixe James, Canterbury, Antique Farni- 
tare Dealer Oct 17 at 10.15 Off en tan Owe st, 


Canterbury 
Suir ey Grorar, ‘arehousemap 
Od statis County Gourt house, Bt Peter's pate, Not 


Srrens, ManGaret, Beckenham, Nerve Specialist Oct 19 at 
1 "Bankra aio 


Bt 
Tasu, Fae, , Butcher Oct 17 at 12.80 
Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 
Seen Wituas ot ey Sat ie F anna 
unc a 
Vesry, Auice ee heote TR ak 
Oct 17 ati2 Off Rec, 22, Swan Shrewsbury 


Warts, Ca Mareham le Fen, Lincs, Publicze Oct 
Wngase,, Of Heo, 31, Sve Cinco 
muaMs, Evan e, 
Carmarthen, Cabinet Maker Oct 17 at 12 Of Rec, 


4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Woop, Witiiam Reatnap, John st, nama 4 row, Solicitor 


Oct 19 at 11 Max 
ADJUDICATIONS, 
Asam, ‘eons Ropert, Cheltenham, Tinsmith Cheltenham 


Barves, Jexemiau, Blackburn, Baker Blackburn Pet Oct 
3 Ord Oct 3 


Bewron, Japez,and Waiter Hammonp, "s mews, 
Theobald’s rd, Dealers High 


Oct 6 
Brown, Wittiam Grorae, Ra pee, Licensed Victualler 
Norwich Oct 6 


Pet Sept 24 
Bureess, ALFaEeD .~* Araao Bouroess, jan, Farpericx 
Bureaess, Ry Binennell, Berks 
Windsor Pet A’ 


Cuarke, . agg Ley at Bt Gilet Bucks, Insurance Broker 
Ay et March 17 Ord Ost 5 
CoxsHALL, , my jun, Hoddesdon, Farmer Hertford 
D Hane Y oa Coleherne ct, South Kensington 
UOK, ny Frepentox, 
High Court Pet June 25 Ord Oct 5 








Newrow, ALBERT Wimecan, and Epwarp Jonn Newror, 
Carshalton, Mark: et Gardeners Croydon Pet Sept 30 


P. Barnes, 
ATTON, Pamir C Cuanuzs, 


ee eT Notiee 

Gar Farperic Gee oy 
M x Guonor, 
Victualler Stourbridge 





Gazette.—Turspay, Oct. 
RECBIVING ORDERS. ” 


- mnasene, Satetah, Gentleman High 
Rro John st, Bedf: Solicitor 

TLLIAM pore &. lord row, 

that published in the 


Staffs, Licensed 
Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 


Banyes, Aatave Cuartes Jonx, Clifton, Bristol, Architect 
Bristol Pet Oct 9 nant gg 


Bincu, O arch, , Brewer’ 
anti Be Pet Sept 8 Ord Ocke . 
Oct 7 “Ord Oat z . » Ree De 
eer + ‘axp, Bradford, Stuff Merchant Bradford Pet 


Ord ¢ Oct 9 
enamen Water Henry, Edgbaston, 
Birmingham Pet Sept 16 Ord Oct 8 
Ciarxsox, 


Birmingham 
ALTER, and Caastzs Henry Logp, N 


» Botanical Brewers Burnley Pet Oct 10 


Océ Ord 6 
Daviss, James, Ton Glam, Milk Vendor 
me... Bi A. aesinhieen 
re. WARD 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Oct9 








THE LICENSES INSURANGE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, MOORGATE 


FUND, LIMITED. 


ESTAGLISHED Ih (898i. 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 








SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


620 A to Quarter —- name. 
ppeals Q 


a eae. 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent 


on application. 
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Devensow, Danret, Folkestone Canterbury Pet Oct 8 
Ord Oct 8 


Bocsssves,Fnazces, Gelling, Notts, Drysalter Nottingham 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 

Exstr, Tromas Groner, = Cross rd, Lambeth, Carman 

High Court Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Evans, Jonx Avoustus, Bridgend, Glam, Engine Fitter 
Cardiff Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 

Foster, Witiiam, Leeds Leeds Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 

Hamittox & Co, Tuomas, Cannon st, Merchants High 
Court PetSept 30 Ord Oct 6 

Hamuetr, Witti1am, Newton Abbot, Devon, 
Exeter Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Harpy, Groner Vicror Lyte, Sutton ct, Chiswick, Mann- 
facturing Jeweller Brentford Pet Sept 14 Ord Oct 6 

Haszis, Coanites Dennis, witty Heating Engineer 
Birmingham Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Hiruier, Groroz Horace Hamouix, Station parade, 
Palmer’s Green Edmonton Pet July 22 Ord Oct 7 

Hovurorave, James, Fairfield, Liverpool, Coach Builder 
Liverpool Pet Sept 26 Ord Oct 8 

Howarp, James Joseru, Downham Market, Norfolk, 
Butcher King’s Lynn Pet Sept 18 Ord Oct 9 

Howaatn, Joux Syrpxey, Chadderton, am, Insurance 
Agent Oldham Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 

Kaicuiry, Taomas, Idle, Bradford, Piasterer Bradford 

8 Ord Oct 8 

Lironrigtp, Farpericxk Wititam, Cambridge, Publican 
Cambridge Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 

Liorp, Epwarp, Penrhyndeudraeth, Merioneth, Collier 
Portmadoc Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Mitizr, Joux, King’s Heath, Worcester, Timber Mer- 
chant’s Agent Birmingham Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 8 

Morcax, Cnarizs Jonny Hanway st. Dealer in Antique 
China High Court Pet Oct 10 Ord ct 10 

worse, 1 ame AtueEt, East Acklam Rectory, Yorks Scar- 

borough Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

Paor, Stpnzy Ervest, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush, 

‘ried Fish Monger High Court Pet Sept 9 Oud Oct 


Hay Dealer 


10 

Seqpeaee, Barxet, Brighton, Boarding House Keeper 

Brighton Pet Sept 24 Ord Oct 8 

Ryuer, Rosert Henny, York, Cab Proprietor York 
Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Srecoart, Witiiam Samvrt, Felixstowe, Restaurant Pro- 

r Ipswich Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 
Srevens, Francis Hewirr, Gravesend, Political Sub-agent 
nester Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Sriatine, Coartes James Ropert, Cranham House, nor 
Stroud, Glos, Pottery Manufacturer Gloucester Pet 
Sept 9 Ord Oct 9 

Sryces, Saraz, Saltley, Tenioghem, Dairy Keeper Bir- 
mingham Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Bvepex, Witiie, Bingley, Yorks, Worsted Mill Manager 
Bradford Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 8 

Tinxtez, Hewry, Southport, Stationer Liverpool Pet 
Oct 3 Ord Oct 9 

Tvusox, Hanoup, Burdett rd, Bow, Pawnbroker High 
Court Pet Aug 27 Ord Oct 8 

Waxes, yoo yo WituiaM, Bradford Bradford Pet 

ict 9 

Witxinson, Cotix, Cambridge gins, Notting Hill High 

Court ‘Pet July 15 Ord Oct 
Amended Notice substituted tor that published in the 
London Gazette of April 10: 

Wittrams, Turorsirus Wi.1am, Broadway, Deptford 

Greenwich Pet Feb13 Ora April 7 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
fang, 3 James Ronsrt, Cheltenham, Tinsmith Oct 22 at 3 
Court bldgs, Cheltenham 

auven, ' 1LL14M Henry, Bristol, Yeast Merchant Oct 21 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Baawes, Atrnep ALExAxper, Halifax, Tobacconist Oct 23 
at 10.45 County Court, Prescott st, Halifax 

Banxes, Jenemian, Blackburn, Baker Oct 21 at 11 Off 
Ree, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Bass. Hemay Ricaarp Prrritt, Cubbington, Warwick, 
Baker Oct 22 at 11 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Berzsrorp, Ronerr, Newcastle under Lyme, Staffs, Motor 
Agent Oct 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, 


8 

Brucaam, Jonx Aurarp, Peterborough, Innkeeper Oct 
23 at 12 Law Courts, Peterborough 

Brock Zolees, Weybread, —y Farmer Oct 21 at 1 
Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ips 

Bucxcery, Frep, Bradford. Btuft Merchant Oct 26 at 12 
Of Rec, 12, Duke st. Bradford 

Bouryuam, Watrrr, Aston Clinton, Bucks, Coal Merchant 
Oct 21 at 12 1, 8t, Aldates, Oxford 

Croven, James Henry, Gilstead, nr Bingley, Yorks, Grocer 
Oct 23 at 3 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Cummine, E H 8, Merivale rd, Harrow, Builder Oct 21 

at3 14, Bedford 
Davies, J game. Ton unten, Glam, Milk Vendor Oct 23 at 
Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 

Renn Epwarp > ee Harrogate, Accountant Oct 26 
at3 Off The Red House, Duncombe pl, Yor 

Emerr, Bn ang eet New Cross rd, Lambeth, 
Oct 23 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Erixtr, Jasez Henry, Par, Cornwall, Insurance Agent 

r oe met wen st, Truro 

LeTcuer, Hexsert Epwarp. Derby, Journeyman Butcher 

Oct 21 at 11 Off Rec, 47, Pull xt, Derby 

Foster, Wituiam, Leeds Oct 21 at 11 ff Rec, 24, Bond 


st, 
Gopwis, Harsy Tuorxr,Lansdowne rd, Finchley, Account- 
ant Oct 2l at 12 14, Bedford row 
Guzaves, ay New Barman Oct 21 at 11 
it Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 
Hami.tox ee Co, Tuomas, Cannon b st, Mecchants Oct 21 at 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
i, pe Gain bot, Devon, Hay Dealer 
Oct 22 at 16.30 Off Ree, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
— a Ganpaan, Lancaster, Carter Oct 21 at 
13, Winckley st, Preston 
, Oraigmore, Harlington Oct 22 at 3 


Homacze Hames - parad 
Green Oct 2 at3 14, Bedford ” 





Hocsex, Epwarp, Selling, nr Faversham, Kent, 
Carpenter Oct'21 at 10.30 Off Rec, 68a, Castle et, 


Canterb 

Hoorgr, Atsert Henry, Aller, Langport, Somerset, Black- 
smith Oct 22 at 1.15 Off Rec, City chambers, 
Catherine st, Salisbury 

Howartn, Joux By pyey, Chadderton, Lancs, Insurance 
Agent Oct 27 at 11 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

James, J G W, Tintern, Mon, Licensed Victualler Oct 21 
at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Keioa.ey, THomas, Idle, Bradford, Plasterer Oct 22 at 
11.30 Off Rec. 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Keith, Joux, Darlington, Newsagent Oct 22 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, Court ehmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Kexworrsy Bros, Caterham Valley, Surrey. Builders Oct 
21 at11.30 182, York rd, Westminster Brid 

Nosie, Marx ATHEL, East Acklam Rectory, Yorks Oct 
Qiat4 Off Rec. 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

Overven, Jonny, Woodnesb orough, Kent, Beer Retailer 
Oct 21 at 10.15 Off Rec, 68, —, st, Canterbury 

Patron, Partie CHarrs, Riverview 3 ns, Barnes, Stock- 
broker Oct 2latl1 ‘Bank ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Roserts, Davin, Castellmai, Waenfawr, Carnarvon, Farmer 
Oct 21 at 1.30 Prince of Wales Hotel, Carnarvon 

Rymer, Rosert Henry, York, Cab Proprietor Oct 26 at 
3.45 Off Rec, the Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

Sacz, Isaac Joux, Scarborough, Tobacconist Oct 21 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

Szpman, Mary Evizapetn, Scarborough, ‘obacconist 
Oct 21 at 3.15 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

Svuepen, Wie, Bingley, Yorks, Wor: Mill Manager 
Oct 22at11 Off Rea’ 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Tuson, Haroxp, Burdett rd, Bow, Pawnbroker Oct 21 at 
1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Wacker, Caartes Witiiam, Bradford Oct 26at11 Off 
Rec, Duke st, Bradford 

Warp, Txomas, Enfield Wash, Ponders End Oct 23 at 12 
4, Bedford row 

Warkins, Water, Astwood. Worcester Oct 21 at12 Off 
Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Wiixrxsox. Com, Cambridge gdns, Notting Hill Oct 22 
atil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Baryes, Atrrep ALExanpeER, Halifax, Tobacconist Hali- 
fax Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 8 

Brock, James, Weybread, Suffolk, Farmer Ipswich Pet 
Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 

Buckusry, Fasp, Bradford, Stuff Merchant Bradford Pet 
Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 


Ciarkson, WALTER, and Cuartes Henry Lorp, Nelson, 
x cs, Botanical Brewers Burnley Pet Oct 19 Ord 
ict 10. 
Croven, James Henry, Gilstead, o Jmnater, Yorks, 
Grocer Bradford Pet Oct9 Ord O 
Consett, Heyry. Kingswinford, State 
Stourbridge Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 

Davis, James, Ton Pentre, Glam, Milk Vendor Ponty- 
pridd Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Deverson, Daniev, Folkestone Canterbury Pet Oct 8 
Ord Oct 8 

Daapere, Faepeaicx Pearson, Well st, iatieay, Chemist 
High Court Pet Sept 28 Ord Oct 

Eaoreston,’ Francis, Gedling, — Dentin Notting- 
ham Pet Oct10 Ord Oct 1 

Emett, Tuomas Grorce, New oun oa, Lambeth, Carman 
High Court Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 

Evans, Jonn Avoeustus, anges, Posten Fitter Cardiff 
Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct7 

Foster, Wittiam, Leeds Leeds Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 

Goarp, Tsomas., Penryn, Cornwall, Miner Truro Pet 
Sept 10 Ord Oct 10 

Hammett, Wittiam, Newton Abbot, Devon, Hay 
Dealer Exeter Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 

Horns, Gsorcr, King William st, Stock Dealer High 
Court Pet Augil Ord Oct 10 

Howartn, Joun Sypney, Chadderton, 
Agent Oldham Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 

Keroutry, Tuomas, Idle Bradford, Pcsieae 
Pet Qct 8 Ord Oct 

Leyry ERNEST. Tunbridge a Builder 
Wells Pet Aug 29 Ord Oct 9 

Leverton, Hersert. and Joun Tomas Toorpr, Sheffield, 
= Manufacturers Sheffield Pet Sept 28 Ord 

ct 9 

Lixcarp, Jounx, Rufford, Lancs, Cycle Dealer Liverpool 
Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 10 

Litcarieip. Fraeprraick Wittiam, Gubtin, Publican 
Cambridge Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 


Boot Dealer 


anne, Insurance 
Bradford 
Tunbridge 








EDWARD. Pumtyaienins®, R aersenatens Collier 
rtmadoc Pet Octl0 Ord Oct 

nae ms Wace, imber Mer- 

Pet Oct 8 ond Oct 8 

Morcan, Guanes pang anway st, Dealer in Antique 
China High Court Pet Oct 10 ‘Ord Oct 10 

Murrett, Wittiam Henry, Gillingham, Kent, Grocer 
Rochester Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 8 

ae > — Artuet, East Acklam Rectory, Yorks Scar- 

Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 

me. LIPS, ny Ahn Simon, Oxford rd, Gunnersbury, Company 
Promoter Brentford Pet Sept9 Ord Oct 9 

Repperson, Apotr, Bedford High Court Pet Aug 14 
Ord Oct 7 ‘ 

Roserrson, James, Brighton, Printer’s Manager Brighton 
Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 9 

Rosinson, Frank Epwarp, 8t Sues. fu Regent’s Park 
High Court Pet June 16 Ord Oct 1 

Rogan, Joun Wit.iam, Westcliff on Sea, Essex, Tailor 
High Court Pet Aug15 Ord Oct 9 

Rosrenvesc, Barnet, Brighton, Boarding House Keeper 
Brighton Pet Sept 24 Ord Oct 9 

Rymer, Rosert Hewry, York, Cab Proprietor York Pet 
Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

SrecGatt, stg Samozt, Felixstowe, Restaurant Pro- 
prictor Ipswich Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Srevens, Francis Hewitt, Gravesend, Political Sub-agent 
Rochester PetOxt 10 ‘Ord Oct 10 

Sryies, Saran, Saltley, Seeieiem, Dairy Keeper Bir- 

ict 9 


mingham Pet Oct9 Ord 

Sucpen, Wivur, Bingley, Yorks, eee Mill Manager 
Bradford Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 

Weegee, Soenese Stason, Broadford Bradford Pet Oct 
9 

Wesrsvury, Grornce Harris, Jermyn st High Court Pet 
June 15 Ord Oct 8 

Wittarp, Ricnarp, Eastbourne, Greengrocer Eastbourne 
Pet Sept 7 Ord Oct 9 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 19: 
Wituiams, Tarorxitvus Witiram, Morden Hill, Lewisham 
Greenwich Pet Feb13 Ord May 15 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Sept 29: 
Bass, Henrsy Ricuarp Perrirt, ee, Warwick, 
Baker Warwick Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 
ORDER RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDER, AND 
DISMISSING PETITION. 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Sept 15: 
Wenyss, —, Chesterfield st High Court Pet June25 Rec 
Ord July 16 Resc Rec Ordand Dis Pet anetiets 10 


inom, Se 
Mituesr, Jouy, aes 
chant’s Agent 








HE SOCIETY OF INCORPORATED 
ACCOUNTANTS AND AUDITORS. 
A.D. 1685.) 
EXAMINATIONS. 

The next Examinations of Candidates resident in Eng- 
Jand will be held in London and Manchester on the 
following dates :— 

Preliminary Examination on December Ist and 2nd. 

Intermediate Examination on December 2nd and 3rd, 

Final Examination on December Ist, 2nd, and 3rd. 
Candidates desirous of presenting themselves must give 
notice to the undersigned on or before November 14th, of 
whom forms of application and al] information may be 
obtained, 

By order of = Serr 
JAMES MARTIN, Secretary. 


oe 


4, King-street, London, E, oO 





Like —GREAT SAVING. — For 
a cent. will be taken off the te 


Abstracts Copied 
Briefs and Drafts 
Deeds Round Hand 
Deeds Abstracted 
Full Copies on 
PAPER. —Foolscap, 1d. per ‘sheet ; : 
Parchment, Is. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E,0. 





The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 
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Copied from Policy dated 173%. 


AYE PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 

7 « SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
BURGLARY, 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrics: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


Insurances effected against the following risks :— 


FIRE. 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 
and EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
including ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
A, W. COUSINS, District Manager. 


FUNDS IN HAND 


£2,764,234. 
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